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PREFACE. 

H E Occafion of the following EE 
lay is a late Aflertion, viz. That 
the blefled Martyr King Charles I. 
of glorious Memory, had no o* 
ther Baptifm than That of a Pres¬ 
byterian Teacher. 

When I law it fir film print, it was, I own, 
lomewhat liirprizing to me ; and I could not 
but lament the Misfortune of that Great and 
Good Man, that He was not regularly admit¬ 
ted a Member of the Church of Chi ifb by a 
right Adminiftrator of Baptifin; but being un¬ 
willing to take a Matter of this Importance 
upon trull, I relolved to enquire into it, and 
to obtain all poBible Satisfaction. 

Wherefore, Having, upon Recollection, 
found, that the prefent Lord Bilhop of Sarum 
had fometime ago plainly approved this Noti¬ 
on a ; [viz. that King James I. His Children 

a See his Charge at Oxford, 1712. p. 1 
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had been baptized by Minifters who had only 
Presbyterian Orders in Scotland ,] and Ha¬ 
ving too with fome Concern obferved, what 
ill uie had been made of his Lordlhip’s Opini¬ 
on by our Diflenters, and particularly by an 
unfair h Adverlary here, with whom I have 
been engaged in Controverly; I was therefore 
wi llin g to examine into this Matter; and ac¬ 
cordingly I carefully perufed the Scottijb Hi- 
ftory. And fince his Lordlhip in a marginal 
Note refers his Readers for the Proof of his 
Pofition, particularly to Archbilhop Spotf- 
wood's Hiftory, from whence it may be con¬ 
cluded, as his Lordlhip tells us, “ That his 
“ (/. e . King James's, Children) werefo bap- 
“ tized there.” I have therefore been fo cu¬ 
rious as to confider that worthy Author’s 
Hiltory, and am humbly of Opinion, that the 
Inference drawn from thence is not juft and 
well grounded: In a word, I am verily per- 
fuaded, that That bright Ornament and Mar¬ 
tyr of our Church, King Charles beforemen- 
tioned, was baptized by one who had recei¬ 
ved Epilcopal Ordination, by a true autho¬ 
rized Minifter of Jefus Chrift: And if any 
Man pleafes to read the following Difcourfe, 
he will fee what Grounds there are for my Sen¬ 
timents in that refpeCt, and I hope will have 
no Caufe to repent his Labour. 

I have purpofely interwoven an Account ol 

b Mr. Shaw a differing Teacher in Derby, of the Inde¬ 
pendent Perfuafton, as now appears from his Defence , and 
specially from what he has weakly urged for a Parochial h.~ 
pifcopacy* 



Epifcopacy in Scotland fince the Reformati¬ 
on ; for before it, (Epifcopacy is proved to be 
the ancient Government of the Church there, 
and particularly will clearly appear fo from 
the learned Lord Billiop of Worcefter's Book 
c on that Subject.) Now my Defign in giving 
that Account is, at once, to re&ify the Mi- 
ftakes of thofe who believe Tresbytery to be 
the ancient Government in Scotland ; and to 
vindicate my felf and others from the Reflecti¬ 
ons offome difingenuous Cavillers, who perver- 
fly wreft and lhamefully milapply what they 
read to ferve a bad Caufe, and confirm an Error. 

And I am the more concerned to do this* 
becaufe it has been fuggefted, that what I brie¬ 
fly obferved concerning that Matter in a for¬ 
mer Treadle is falfe in FaCt. The Pamphlet 
which charges me in that manner, and aims 
at a Confutation, is called, A T)efence of the 
Baptifms ofTkijfenting Minifiers ; but if one 
may call it by its proper Name, ’tis a d Rhap- 
fody rather ; an indigefted Heap of Quotati¬ 
ons from Pamphlets and other modern Wri¬ 
tings. 

What Mr. Shaw has advanced he has 
Hole from other Men’s Works , without 
being lb juft as to mention his Authors, 

c An Account of the Church Government of Great-Britain. 
See alfo the Life of Mr. Sage, printed at London. 

d It treats of fo many Particulars different from one ano¬ 
ther, as Lay-Baptifm, Scotifli Prelacy , Excommunication, 
that he could not foon determine what his Title-PageJhouldbe ; 
hut after he had twice confulted his Brethren at Nottingham, 
who met upon that occafion, it was carried that it Jhould bear 
the Title it now appears with . This I can prove to be Fafi. 
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An Evidence this, as full as can be, of his 
being a grofs Plagiary. What may be called 
his own is his Prefatory Dedication to the 
Corporation of Derby, which is fluff’d with 
the mod fulfom Flattery of his Patrons, and 
a naufeous Commendation of himfelf; of his 
great Moderation , and inoffenfive Behavi¬ 
our fince he came hither: His Language too, 
fOttl and unmannerly as that of Fifh-women; 
his Blunders, Inconfiftencies and Contradicti¬ 
ons, which are many; his falfe Reafonings, 
and perverfe Wreflings, and Mifapplications of 
his Adverfaries Words; his confident AfTerti- 
ons, and in fliort, his .downright Falfhoods 
are his own ; and I can hardly fuppofe any 
Man but Mr. Shaw, capable of being guilty 
of ’em. 

Let any impartial, and unprejudic’d Perfon 
but read his Performance, and I dare engage 
he will, muji indeed, acknowledge, that he 
has given no new Light to the Controverfy; 
nay, he cannot but conclude, that that Caufe 
is bad, that needs Heat and Ill-language to 
fupport it. 

When I heard that Mr. Shaw defigned to 
be an Author, I promis’d my felf he would 
mind the Argument, and endeavour to con¬ 
vince the Reafon. But ’tis plain that that was 
the leafl part of his Concern; for from the 
beginning to the end, there is fcarce a Page 
without InveCtive and Abufe. Perfonal Re¬ 
flections fill his Book, and blot both Tides of 
his Paper. 

The Clergy, the Liturgy of the Church of 
i Eng- 
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England, the blefled Martyr King Charles * 
have fome of his awkward ‘ ‘ filly Jeers ; and 
his Adverfaries are reprefented as Popifhly affe¬ 
cted and Enemies to the Happinefs of their 
Cniintrev. A Charge as old as Fanaticiim, 
and as falfe as the Conventicle Worfhip. In 
one word, he has treated his Anfwerers with 
the utmofl Rudenefs and Contempt. 

Since he pretends to be a Scholar, and a 
Minifler of the Gofpel, it might reafonably 
have been expeCted, that we fliould have met 
with more Civility from him; we have all 
had the Happinefs and Honour of an Univer- 
fity Education, which he never had ; we have 
taken thofe Degrees he has no Title to; (al- 
tho’ he conceitedly flyles himfelf M. Al) and 
two of us, Mr. Harris and my felf are in ho¬ 
ly Orders; and for that Reafon alone, have 
a Right to a better Treatment; and for the 
Honour of Religion in general, and in Obedi¬ 
ence to the Precepts of the Gofpel, he mould 
not have given us railing Language. Accor¬ 
ding to his own falfe Notion, [viz. Bifliop 
and Presbyter are the fame,] he mufl acknow¬ 
ledge ns to be Minifters of Chrift; and if fo, 
how flatly contrary is his PraCtice to feveral 
plain Texts of Scripture, when he gives us 
luch opprobrious Names, as “ Hereticks , 
“ Schematic ks , doubly perjur’d Perfons , 
“ Men of no Sincerity, unchriflian, uncha- 
“ ritable, impudent, infolent, impertinent; 
“ whole Diicourles are uncharitable, unedi- 
“ fying, damning, bordering upon Blafphe- 
“ my,” and the like. This proceeds from 
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the moderate, the meek , the charitable, the 
inojfenfive Mr. Shaw e , who ftyles himfelf a 
Presbyter of the Church of Chrift ; and after 
all this foul Language, wipes his Mouth, and 
has the face to fay in his laft Page, viz. 113. 
that he expe&s the Reply to his Pamphlet 
ihall be “no otherwife than in the Spirit of 
“ Meeknefs,” and then adds, “ that he lets 
“ agreater Value upon his precious Time, and 
“ upon the much greater Good that he hopes 
“ to do otherwife, than to afford it [i. e. a 
“ Reply that is not meek] an Anlwer.” 

§)uis tulerit Gracchos de feditione querentes ! 

Juv. 

Thus much may fuffice to fhew the Spirit 
of the Man, and much more will be evident 
to any one that will give himfelf the trouble 
of reading his Performance. 

How provoking foever his Treatment is, I 
can eafily bear and forgive it. And whatever 
his Defign was in it, (which is not difficult to 
be guels’d) he has certainly mifs’d it; he has 
deriv’d upon himfelf the Difgrace he hop’d to 
brand us with ; and all Men ofSenfe condemn 
him as a weak, hot-headed, and unmannerly 
Writer. 

But not to infill upon his indecent Behavi¬ 
our , which really deferves our Pity, I now 
apply my felf to confider the moft material 
Paffages of his Works; and fubmit my Re¬ 
marks to the Confideration of the Reader. 


e See his Dedication and Title-Page. 


And 
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And firft, as to what he has laid concerning 
the Validity of Lay-Baptifm, it may fuffice to 
obferve, that he has chiefly collected it from 
thofe Authors that have wrote on that fide of 
the Queftion; fo that he has given no new 
Light to the Controverfy, as any one may 
plainly fee, that compares their Writings to¬ 
gether. And at the lame time that he tran- 
ferib’d from them, he m ; ght have remembred 
that the very Arguments he borrow’d, were 
clearly baffled, and demonflratively confuted 
by the excellent Anfwers which were then 
publilh’d. Befides too, it Ihould have been 
remembred, that I had urg’d many Particu¬ 
lars againfl his firft Performance, which he en¬ 
tirely paffes over without any Confideration, 
tho’ in the Judgment of Men as learned as 
himfelf, it was unavoidably incumbent on him 
to have done it. 

But to what purpofe is it to argue upon 
that Point, when Mr. S. himfelf has fairly 
given up the Caufe, as all judicious Men will, 
I luppofe, allow he does, when they read his 
own Words. For Ipeaking of the * Hdmpton 
Court Conference he fays thus. “ The 
“ King thought, that the former Rubric k 
“ did allow, or however, Countenance Lay- 
“ baptilm, of which he declared his utter 
“ diflike, and therefore commanded the Al- 
“ terations to be made. Since which time 
“ it muft be owned, that the, Church of Eng- 
“ land does require a lawful Minifter to be 


* P. 28, Defence . 
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“ the Adminiftrator of Baptifm, who is the 
“ only authoriz’d Perfon by this Rubrick to 
“ doit: -Wherefore, Since this Point is thus 
plainly granted, it muft, I think, follow by a 
natural and necellary Confequence, that that 
Baptifm which is not adminiftred by a lawful 
Miniller, “ who is the only authorized Per- 
“ fon by this Rubrick to doit” (as Mr. S. 
confeffes) is not, cannot be valid in the Judg¬ 
ment of the Church of England. 

And now the Hampton Court Conference 
has been mentioned, it may not be amils in 
this place to take notice of that Icandalous 
Imputation f Mr. S. fixes upon Dr. Barlow’s 
account of that Conference. 

Mr. S. being fenfible, that according to the 
Dodtor’s Account, the Puritanical Party were 
perfedtly baffled, is therefore pleafed to difi 
grace it as much as pofflble, and accordingly 
affirms with his ufual Confidence, that it “ is 
“ juftly fulpedted of great Partiality.” 

Which in other Words amounts to this. 
Dr. Barlow was an infincere Writer, one 
that affierted Fallhoods, and publilhed Lyes 
to difparagethe Puritans. 

But that Mr. Shaw's charge again!! the 
Dodtor is a Calumny , will be evident to any 
Candid, and impartial Perfon that will be at 
the Pains to compare Dr. Barlow's Account 
with the King’s Proclamation.! 


f P. 27, 28. 

] It vjasijJitedoutM.aichthe ph, 1603-4. 
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Now by that , it plainly appears that the 
*-puritans mifreprefented and mifreported 
Matters of F a c t b, and endeavoured to per- 
fuade the World, that they had the Advan¬ 
tage in that Controverfy ; in order therefore 
to undeceive fome, and Antidote others a- 
eainft their infedtious Lies, His Majefty 
thought it becoming Him to let the People 
know that they were impofed upon by thole 
Schifinatical Innovators, and that the Advo¬ 
cates of the Church had fully and clearly an- 
fwered their vain Cavils, and weak Objedtons. 

But what tends to the farther clearing 
the Dodtor’s Reputation is the Confideration, 
that He was look’d upon to be a Perfon of that 
great Sincerity, that the Archbifhop of Can¬ 
terbury h [Dr. Whitgiff enjoyn’d him that 
task, which ’tis not reafonable to fuppole 
that 00od Prelate would have done, if he had 
in the leal! fufpedted his Honefty. 

That the Dodtor’s Account (of the firlt 
Day efpecially, when the matter of Baptifm 
was difculfed) had the Approbation of thofe 
who very well knew the Particulars of that 
Controverfy, is plain from his own Words. 
“ Some*fays he, of good Place and Under- 
“ Handing have feen it, and not controlled 
“ it”. 

In a Word, the Account he gives of the 

g See Mr. Collier’* Eulefiaftkal Hijlory , 2, Vol. p. 683, 
684, a. 

h Dr, Barlow ’s Preface,?. I. 

i See Preface .p, 3, 4 a 
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two laft Days, is agreeable with the Copies k 
of the Biihop of London, the Deans of Chrifi- 
Church, Wtnchefler, Windfor, the Archdea¬ 
con of Nottingham, and his own. 

And could not all thele Copies fet “ this 
“ matter in a truer Light, than Mr. Tat. Gal- 
“ low ay's, account” could pretend to do, 
which Mr. S. fo much applauds, and prefers 
before them ? 

Had the Dean of Chefter retain’d a regard 
only for his own Reputation, he would never 
have falfify’d his account, becaule there were 
many then Jiving that could eafily have de¬ 
tected his Fallhoods. 

And the Reverend Perlons before-men¬ 
tioned, whole Copies he made ule of, as 
well as his own, would, doubtlefs, have re¬ 
lented a Milreprefentation, as an abule of 
themlelves, as well as an Impolition upon 
the World. 

But he was fo fully latisfy’d concerning the 
Truth of his Relation, that in his Epiftle to 
the Reader, he fays, “ the Truth thereof 

1 fhall be jultified'’: And yet he was at 
the lame time fenfible, that his Account 
would not agree with m “ fome Accounts 
“ which were fcattered, and fent abroad 
and the realon was, not becaule his was not 

K u Cor the two lajl , out of divers (a) Copies I have felefted 
u cindorderedwhatyou here fee”, ^.4. 

(a) Ep. Londi. C Chrift-Church, 1 Archdeacon of Not- 

Deans of < Winchefter, > tingham, and my 
C Windfor, j own. 


1 Preface , p. <f. 
Preface , p. 
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genuine, but becaufe (as he himfelf exprelfes 
it * ) “ fome of them were partial, fome un- 
true, and fome funder ous. 

In w hich of thefe ClalTes, Mr. S. will place 
Galloway’s Account, he has his Liberty. 
That it is partial, falfe, and llanderous in 
many Particulars, will be plain upon the 

C °In P fliort! 1 it fo exactly agrees withthofeMif- 
reprefentations, or falfe Copies of the Tuntans 
the Doctor has fubjoined to his Account, that 
one would be tempted to believe, that they 
were all wrote by the fame Perfon; howe¬ 
ver by Men of the fame Schifmatical Tem¬ 
per’ who induftrioully handed them about to 
Support a bad Caufe, and to blaft all Hopes of 

And by this time it may be hoped I have 
fufficientlv jultified a Gentleman who being 
lone fince dead, cannot juftify himfelf from 
that bafe Calumny Mr. S. endeavoured to 
blacken him with. 

I proceed now to confider another heavy 
charge which relates to myfelf, viz. “ That 
“ I lcandaloufly trade in Fallhood and Slan- 
“ der ” n , and particularly that “ I begin my 
“ Preface with an impudent Fallhood”, and 

that my “ Book, has its very Foundation in 
“ Fallhood and Inconfiftence ”, and that it 
confifts of falfe Quotations, &c. 


* Preface , p. 5 *. 

See his Defence , p, $.p. 83 Marg. 
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To which fcandalous Acculation, I hope 
I may be allowed to lay (without being 
thought immoderate) that it is falfe and 
groundlels, and that the Language is very 
unbecoming a Gentleman that pretends lo 
much to good Manners and Moderation. 
How eafy a thing is ft to give hard Names! 
And how obvious to oblerve that the DiR 
ienters never fail to play this fort of Artil¬ 
lery upon us for want of folid Argument | 
Heat and ill Language are the Charaderi- 
llicks of fome Men’s Writings, and remove 
but thefe and little elfe is to be found in them. 

But what is it gives occafion for this a- 
bufive Language ! Why it feems I was lo 
provoking as to fay, that ° “ it is agreed on 
“ all Hands both by the AlTertors of the Inva- 
“ lidity of Lay-Baptifm, and their Opponents 
“ in this Controverfy, that the DilTenting 
“ Teachers in this Kingdom are no more than 
Laymen, &c. And is it not very certain, 
that the Writers on that Subject (whom I 
had then in my Eye) are of that Opinion ? 

That the AlTertors of the Invalidity of 
Lay-baptifm, do look upon Mr. £ and his 
Brethren to be meer Laymen, for want of 
Epifcopal Ordination, is evident from their 
Writings, beyond all Poffibility of Dilpute. 

And as for Mr. Bingham , and others of 
our Church who maintain the other fide of 
the Queftion, it is plain, that they are alfo, 
in that refped, of the fame Judgment. 


See Preface of the Invalidity, &c e 


Mr, 
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Mr Bingham in his * Origines Ecclejiajti- 
c£ proves the Superiority of Bilhops above 
Presbyters, and clearly makes appear, t at 
Ordinations by Presbyters were difannulled 
by the Church of Chrift in the moft Primitive 

“Thrprefcm' Lord Bifhop of" Sarum, 
fpeaking of the Lay-baptifms of the DifTent- 
4 Teachers, has thefe very memorable 

W u Am I pleading for thefe irregular Pra- 
“ dices, or jollifying thefe intruding Admi- 
“ niftrators ? God forbid: Fieri non debet y 
“ thefe things ought not to be, and they 
“ will be anlwerable to God, and his Church, 

“ who ulurp an Office ro which they were 
“ not called. AH that I contend for, is, 

“ Fattirn valet”. And again, ‘‘ we are 
“ bleffied, God be praifed for it, with a 
“ Church truly Primitive and Apoftolical in 
<« her Dodrine, Dilcipline and Worlhip , 
“ and in her whole Conftitution: And we 
“ cannot too highly prize our Happinefsin 
“ being Members of her”. 

At the.Vifitation here, which Mr. S. rev 
fers to p. 94. the Right Reverend Lord Bi- 
ffiop of Lichfield and Coventry freely ac¬ 
knowledged, that he looked upon the DiR 
fenring Teachers to be meer Laymen. For 
when I argued with that Deference due from 
a Presbyter to his Diocelan, that their Bap- 

p See V. x. p.qyto 91. 

q See his Lordpip s Charge at Oxford, 1712. from which 
JVLr. Shaw makes very large Quotations . 

tilms 
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tifms were invalid, becaufe They were not or¬ 
dained by his Lordfliip, or fome other of his 
Colleagues, he made no fcruple to own (to 
his Lordlhip’s Honour I lpeak it) that they 
were not authorized Minifters; But yet, he 
was of Opinion, that their Baptifms were 
valid, in which laft Point, the whole Body 
of his Clergy then prelent, five only except¬ 
ed*, diflented from him. They did not think 

* Mr. Wilfon Redlor o/Morley, and now Archdeacon of- 
Coventry, preffedme with this powerful, and convincing Ar¬ 
gument , “ If'hat is become of thofe that were baptized in 
“ Oliver’.! Days ” ? Which, with Submiffion to his Age and 
Dignity, is nothing to thepurpofe. One might reafonably have ' 
expededfrom a Dignitary, a flronger Argument, but I fup- 
pofe the Cauje would afford no better. Mr. Alfop, Re dor 
of Boy 1 lion, argued for the Validity of Lay-baptifm, only in 
Cafes of abfolute Neceffity , which, by the way, is not our 
Diffenters Cafe. Mr. Tatum, Vicar of Sutton, joined his 
afjent, but gave no reafon for it. The other two were French 
Refugees, viz. Mr. Labonneile, Redorof Brai\esford, and 
Mr. Grognet, Mmifler of Okebrooke; the former offered 
fir an Argument, an Hiflorical account of the Controvert 
between St. Cyprian Btjhop of Carthage, and Stephen Bi- 
Jhop of Rome. But his Lordjhtp panned his Htftory, by 
telling him, it was nothing to the purpofe. The Argument of 
the latter was, and fill is, that Presbyterian Ordination is va¬ 
lid, but denies that our Diffenting Teachers are Miniflers 
and yet argues for the Valid,ty of their Baptifms. Strang'e 
Inconfiflence ! but if Presbyterian Ordination be valid / 
beg leave to remind Mr. Grognet {as I have often done) 
of the prefent Bijhop of Worcellerb Queflion to him, when 
ffpop of this Diocefi. “ Monfieur, if Presbyterian 

Ordination be valid, as you affirm it is, if by Virtue thereof 
you received the Commiffion of a Mmifler of Chrift, why 
did I ordain you ” ? J 

In a Word, Boththefe French Proteflants feemed to have 
forgot^ to jay no worfe , the Determinations of their own Syn- 
ods, which utterly condemn Lay-baptifm. See my Invali¬ 
d’d- ” 5 - w ff re . h uote there A£ls of Synod from the Syno- 
dicon of Mr Quick, a Diffenttng feather. 


that 
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that the Argument Quod fieri non debet , 8 cc. 
which his Lordihip urged, was at all conclu- 
five. 

It were eafy to give many more Inftances of 
the Clergy and Laity, both High and Low, 
according to that unhappy Diftindtion, who 
are verily perluaded that the Diflenters are 
involved in a very grievous Schifin ; particu¬ 
larly for feparating from the Communion of 
the Bilhops, the Principles of Unity ; and 
Petting up, and adhering to, luch, as Pallors, 
who never received a true Commiffion. 

And as for thole who are luch Latitudi- 
narians in their Principles as to think, and 
fay otherwife , I lhall only tell ’em, that I 
am forry there Ihould be any fuch amongft 
us; and if they pleale to inform themlelves, 
I doubt not, they may be latisfied that their 
Notions are contrary to all Antiquity r , and 
the exprels Do< 5 h-ines of the Church of Eng¬ 
land they pretend to be Members of. 

And by this time, it may be hop’d, all in¬ 
genuous Perfons fee in what Senle my Afier- 
tion is to be underltood, and that it is ap¬ 
parent, that “ it is agreed on all Hands, both 
by the Aflertors of the Invalidity of Lay- 
baptilm, and their Opponents in this Con- 
“ tfoverfy, that the Diffienting Teachers in 
tnis Kingdom are no more than Lay-men ; 
and consequently my Work has not its 
Foundation in Falfhood and Inconfiltence.” 

fare tlf ^ G yP rian > and others. See the Pre- 

Church’h™ 0 ^ lCe ^ r ^ nation 3 a nd the Canons of our 
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And had it pleas’d Mr. Shaw to have read 
m y Work without prejudice, (to fay no worfe 
of it) he might plainly lee from what I im¬ 
mediately add after this Aflertion, that I mean 
thofePerfons that have controverted the Point 
of Lay-baptifm. 

That I do not deferve the Character of one 
that “ fcandalcufly trades in Falihood and 
Slander,” in reference to what I faid, p. 7 6 - 
[Invalidity, Sfc.] will, I doubt not, be very, 
manifell to any candid Perfon that confults 

the Books I mention. ,, _ , „ 

I asked why the moll learned Mr. F)odwell 
muft be ftyl’d a “ Corrupter of the Faith and 
“ Church,” and be termed, almoft an Atheift, 
for aflerting what the famous Mr. Milton, 
Mr. Baxter , and Mr. Robert Fleming have 
done before. 

Now whether they were not as faulty as 
Mr. Ttodwell ; whether they did not deferve 
as fevere a Cenfure muft be determin’d by their 
Writings I referr’d to. 

But if Mr. Shaw will not, or cannot, read 
and underftand f ’em, the Fault is his, and not 
mine. 

However, the impartial Reader will, 1 
doubt not, upon comparing ’em together, fee 
which of us is to be blam’d ; whether he, that 
confidently affirms, “ he can find nothing in 
“ thefe Authors like what Mr. ‘Dodwell is 
“ charg’d with;” and that, “ they fay no 

f See Milton’/ Paradife loft. Fol. Edit . p. 131, I 3 2 - 

Baxter’/ dyingThoughts. Lond. Edit. p. 32,i 39 > I 45 '* 

Fleming 'sChriftology. Lond. Edit.p. 65*. 

“ luch 
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“ fuch thing;” or I, that have pointed out 
the very Pafifages, (but becaufe I ftudy Brevi¬ 
ty do not now tranlcribe ’em) and could have 
added more to the fame Purpofe. 

So that upon the whole Matter, were I 
dilpos’d to imitate this Gentleman’s good 
Manners, I might return his Complement, and 
ask him, “ What regard is to be had to an 
“ Author who thus fcandaloully trades in 
“ Falihood and Slander?” But I forbear to 
recriminate, tho’ it be lb ealy. 

The next thing I take notice of is his 
Charge of Nonfenfe, which , by the way , 
fhews our Author’s profound Skill in Criti- 
cifm , and may poffibly be an Advantage to 
the Reader. This “ quickfighted” Gentleman 
has difcover’d, that I once wrote * “ ye inftead 
“ ofjyou',” and therefore makes this Jhrewd 
Remark, viz. “ that every School Boy 
“ knows it’s Nonfenfe .” To which I anlwer, 
(if the Reader will pardon me for anfwering 
a Trifle)That had this Critick been better read, 
even in Englijh Writers, he might have made 
this Oblervation, that they often ule “ye in¬ 
ftead of you.” 

v Bifliop Beveridge, whom our Author 
vouchlafes to quote upon occafion; the pre¬ 
lent Archbilhop of Fork ; the Bifhop of Ro- 

a z chejler. 


* Def. p. 64 . 

v Bijhop Beveridge’/ Sermons. 

Bijhop of York’/ Duties of the Clofet , p, 2. 

Bijhop 0/Rocherter’/ Sermon before the Sons of the Clergy^ 


Dean 
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cheder and Dean Kennett: Sir Roger L h- 
ftrlnoe alfo in his DifTenters Sayings, take 
the very Tame liberty; not to mention many 
others. That ye is put for you is obvious in 
our Englijh Bibles ; but perhaps that Tranila- 
tion is too old, and the Language not rehn d 
enough for fo polite an Author. The Dire¬ 
ctory, it may be, he will allow to be as good 
Authority as any, let him turn then to the 
2,6 th page of it, and he will find, that his Fore¬ 
fathers thought ye would do as well as you. 
But why do I flay to lhew the Folly of a Cri- 
ticifin that really deferves no Confideration . 

Flow fadly was our Author diurelsd for 
Argument, when he is thus forc’d to turn Ca¬ 
viller, and makes a groundlefs, idle Criticiim, 
which proves rather his Nonfenfe, and not 
mine ; and which, inftead of fhewing my Ig¬ 
norance, fufficiently expofes his own. 

But fince he delights fo much in Criticiim, 
I ask how it comes to pafs that he “ falls into 
‘ ‘ Nonfenfe and wretched Blundering ( W hy 
was not fiich a judicious Critick more correct 
than to repeat fuch Faults for which a “ School 
“ Boy would be whipp’d?” And what thoie 
Faults are, he may obferve as critically as he 
pleafes in the Margin w . 

s 


Dean Kenneth Sermon on Rebellion. 

Sir Roger L’Eftrange’r D{([enters Sayings. Part 2. 
2^ Edit. Printed 1681. Epijl. Ded. p. 2, l. 14, 2.7. p. 3. 
/. 2,6, 14, &c. p.s, 8,9, & paflim. 

w Not to infill upon the mi (lake of Writing Amphibales for 
Amphibalusj Pallidies for Palladius, &c. far Canons 
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As to his very earneft Defire to convince 
the World that he is a Matter of Arts, and 
has not arrogantly, and undefervedly aflum’d 
that Title, (as many affirm he has done) 1 
ffiall not quarrel with him about it; let it be 
fuppos’d (to pleafe him) that he commenc’d 
in 1693 x , when (as he moil wittily expreffes 
it) Mr. C. “ was but eight Years and five 
“ Months old,” (fo exadt is our Cbronolo- 
ger’s Calculation ;) when, ( for the ft er ling 
IVit continues) “ he being a forward Child, 
“ might by that time be in Sentential ’ ( he 
meant Sentential) Let, I fay, all this be fup¬ 
pos’d; I only obferve, that in the firft place it 
is nothing to the Purpofe, nor in the leafl 
concerns our Argument. Secondly, That the 
Seminary of Sheriff-Hales had no Authority 
to confer Degrees, the Laws having allow’d 
only the two Univerfities ( which God pre- 
ferve) that Privilege. 

But however this be, in the mean time cer¬ 
tain it is, that Grammar is a part of thole li¬ 
beral Arts, of which Mr. Shaw pretends to be 
a Mailer; but whether falfe Spelling, and 


the Church Joe writes Cannons ;for Rites or Cere¬ 
monies, Rights. "The paffage o/Ifaac Cafaubon, *Def.^. 
viz. * Baptifmum efTe pronuncians, which he 30* 
found in Mr. Bingham’ s Book], he conftrues thus : f P. 133. 
We pronounce and “ Does not every School- and in the 
Boy know it’s Non-fenfe ” ? 4 Margin 

And again , p. 98. fpeaking of Stntentix Pueri- of the Bp. 
les; by a Figure peculiar to himfelf he calls the of Ox- 
Book Sententia, Fancying perhaps , that it was ford’/ t 
hut one intire Sentence from the beginning to the Charge, 
end of it. 
x Def 98. 

a 3 


falfe 
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falfe Concord, and ufing the fingular Number 
inftead of the plural, be confiftent with good 
Grammar, may deferve the Confutation of 
our Critick. 

As to many other Particulars, I am of the 
Opinion that they are as much to the purpofe 
as his Criticilm. 

What relation, for example, is there be- 
twen Epifcopacy, and Mr. Cantrell s y mar¬ 
rying a Couple in Lent ? What has Excom¬ 
munication by 1 Lay-Chancellors to do with 
our Subject ? 

What realbn is there for telling a long hear- 
fay Story, that fome Clergymen wrote the 
4 Pamphlets which reprelent the Injuries 
of the BurgefTes of Derby , and exemplify 
the Particulars ? Is this any thing to Lay- 
Baptifm ? Does it evidently prove that our 
Diffenting Teachers can adminifter valid Bap- 
tilms? 

What! if fome Perlons of Mr. Shaw's Prin¬ 
ciples did not like thole Parts of my Book re- 


y Let Mr. Shaw pew the Rubrickor Canon that forbids 
a Minifierto marry Perfons in Lent. See Dr. Brett s Conji- 
derations on Marriage. 

2 The Chancellor's Court enquires into Mifdemeanors ,. and 
makes Reports that fuch a Perfon has incurred 'Excommunicati¬ 
on for his Obftinacy and contempt of Authority, which are cer¬ 
tainly great Sins, and then the Sentence is pronounced by a 
Priejl, and afterwards denounced by the Priefl or Minijler 
of the Parijh, where the Delinquent lives. 

Thus Mr. Shaw may be pleas'd to obferve, that this charge 
too upon Lay-Chancellors, &C* is falfe and groundlefs . 

a 'Tis well known that they were not written by any Cler* 
gyman. 

taring 


nr»t, A T) n t> r* » n r Vvi 11 

X lie A A I. f A V/ JL/« 

lating to Baptifm and Epifcopacy; does it 
therefore follow that he is aMinifter, and his 
Miniftrations valid? What! if my “ Book coft 
“ me five Months Study,’* as he fays it did, 
is it ever the worle for that ? Or is his the 
better for being drawn up in hafte, that he 
might appear an expeditious Writer ? 

What! if Eleanor Dead the Midwife fwore * 
to adminifter Baptifm in the time ofNeceffity, 
with the right Matter and Form ; is it a Con- 
fequence that the Church of England now al¬ 
lows b a Midwife, or other Lay-Perfon, to 
baptize; and elpecially when there is no Ne¬ 
ceffity for doing lb ? 

What occafion was there for that long Quo¬ 
tation from the late Biihop of Salisbury's 
mournful c Preface ? How did his fcandalous 
Reflection upon the Clergy, and Univerfities, 
any way concern the Points in Controverfy 
between us ? 

As to the many PafTages Mr. Shaw has 
tranferib’d from Archbifhop Tillotfon's Ser¬ 
mons, it may be truly obferv’d that they are 
nothing to his Purpofe; becaule the Charge 
of Uncharitablenefs cannot jujlly be fix’d up¬ 
on me. I have fufficiently exprefs’d my Cha¬ 
rity for thofe that differ from me d , and efpe- 
cially for thole that have not had an Opportu- 


* Anno, 15-67. 1 

b There is no fuch Oath adminiflred now to Midwives as 
Mr. Shaw may inform himfelf at Doctor’s Commons, or 
at the other Courts Chriftian. 

c See an anfwer to that Preface printed, 1713. 
d See my Invalidity of Lay-Baptifms , &c. 

a 4 nitv 






*" ( U a T) n r* ti i «• 

AAiV JL HC' J- JM-r At r„ 

nity of receiving true Baptifin': In iliort, ac¬ 
cording to the Advice of that great Prelate be¬ 
fore-mention’d , I endeavour to “ enlarge the 
“ Kingdom of Chrift as much as I can, and I 
* ‘ extend my Charity to all Churches, and Chri- 
“ Ilians of what Denomination loever, as far 

“ AS REGARD TO TRUTH AND THE FOUNDATION 

“ of the Christian Religion will permit 

V ME TO BELIEVE, AND HOPE WELL OF THEM.” 

As for Mr. Shaw's pofitive Aflertion in one 
place, and Infinuations in others, that I made 
falfe Quotations, I have already prov’d him 
guilty of abafe Slander, by pointing out the ve¬ 
ry Paflages I referr’d to in Milton , Baxter and 
Flemings Writings, and could have added 
more to the lame Purpole, were it necefTa- 
ry. Did he find that I had milquoted any 
thing from Mr. Quick's Synodic on ? Did I not 
plainly Ihew that the Reform’d abroad in their 
ieveral Synods of P oi flier s, Rochel. Gap, 
Languedoc , condemn’d Lay-Baptifin ? 

Have I not prov’d that Calvin , and the 
Brethren of Geneva , call’d it counterfeit Bap¬ 
tifm, a meer Mockery, a Profanation of the 
Sacrament of Baptifm , an apijh Trick, an 
Ape of Baptifm, and Mock-baptifm ? Did I 
not obferve that it was condemn’d by the Kirk 
of Scotland, by the Presbyterians in England, 
and by Mr. Edwards in his Gangrana ? And 
I add now, was it not condemn’d by the Puri- 

e See Remarks on tloe late Bp. of Sarum’r Sermons at 
Salisbury, where the Affertors of the Invalidity of Lay-Bap- 
tif-n are vindicated with rejpetl to the charge of Uncharita¬ 
ble nefs. 


tans 
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tans at the f Hampton-Court-Confcrcnct ? 
Were not the Words Lawful Minister or¬ 
der’d to be inferted by way ofExplanation g to 
gratify them ? 

To return. Did Mr. Shaw find, when he 
confulted the Fathers, whether Greek or La¬ 
tin , which I quoted, that I had perver¬ 
ted their Senfe, and abus’d their Meaning ? I 
dare fay he did not; nay, I am lure he could 
not deted me in any luch unfair Practice; no, 
not with the Help of his Lexicon , and the 
Afiiltance of his more learned Friends. 

Let me therefore caution him for the fu¬ 
ture, not to make falfe Charges, if he has a- 
ny regard to his Reputation. 

I will trouble the Reader but with one 
thing more that is Perfonal, and that is a pal¬ 
pable Fallhood, with reference to my Father’s 
Baptifin. If Lay-Baptifm be invalid, Mr. Shaw 
“ recommends it to me to perform the Duty 
“ of a Son, by perluading my Father to re- 
“ ceive Baptifin at my Hands.” For, as Mr. 
Shaw tells the World, he was born “ in 
“ the Parifli of Auften-field in Stajfordjbire 
“ in the Year 1658 ; Mr. Gawen Hamilton 
“ at that time Incumbent.” Who, as he ob- 
ferves, came from Scotland ; and was, in 
Ihort, as may be collected from his Words, 
not Epifcopally ordain’d. 

To all which I anfwer : That my Father 

f See NicbolIs’i Defence of the Doctrine, See. of the 
Church of England, p. 42. See Hampton-Court Confe- 
rence . 

Collier’/ Ecclejiajlical Hijiory , z v. p, 682. 

was 
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was not born at Alftonfield, nor, in any part 
of that Parilh h . He was never in that Parilh 
till he was fifteen Years old. And fuppofehe 
had been born there, and baptiz’d by Mr. Ha¬ 
milton, it is not a Confequence that he was 
unepifcopally baptiz d, for the following 
Realbns; i ft . Becaufe Mr. Hamilton (as his 
Relations and Neighbours affirm) was perle- 
cuted by the Presbyterian Party in the grand 
Rebellion againft King Charles I. and was 
forc’d to lie in the Fields all Night, not daring 
to lodge at home. a d . Becaufe he was educa¬ 
ted at the Univerfity of Oxford ; fo that ’tis 
probable, he had receiv’d a true Epifcopal Or¬ 
dination. , 

But to end this Difpute. His Son, who 
was the late Vicar of Thorpe, declar’d, that 
his Father, whom Mr. Shaw mentions, was 
Epifcopally ordain’d. For the Truth of which, 
and other Particulars, I have a Letter of At- 
teftation, which fome of Mr. Shaw’s Friends 
have, to their great Mortification, feen; and 
can produce other Authorites, if the thing re- 

^In^aVord, that my Father was not bom 
at Alftonfield , and that Mr. Shaw was not 
“ allur’d from the Regifter” he was fo, as he 
oofitively and falfly aflerts he was, will, I 
doubt not, be manifelt from the following 
Certificate, _ 

hWetton. which our Author (as I hear) now fixes upon as 
the place of his Nativity, is not in that Panjh^or was my ha¬ 
tter baptized by Mr. Hamilton ; Mr. Shaw muft therefore 
fearch fame other Regifter more Authentic!* than thepmer. 
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W Hereas Mr. a Diffienting Tea¬ 

cher in SDetbp, !° as affirm’d in a 
late Pamphlet entituled, [A Defence of the 
Validity of the Baptilms of Diflenting Mini- 
fters] that he is affiur'd from the Regifier of 
Alftonfield in Staffordshire, that Mr. Can¬ 
trell’ s Father had no other than the Baptifin 
of a Diffienting ‘Presbyterian Teacher: 

1 Peter Parre, Vicar of Alftonfield, do 
hereby certify and declare, that his Ajfertion 
is fadfe and groundlefs: 

For upon a diligent Search, and Confuta¬ 
tion of the Regifier, there is no fuch Perfion 
as Mr. CantrellV Father regifired there , nei¬ 
ther in the Tear 1658, (the Tear Mr. Shaw 
refers to ) nor in any other. And I do far¬ 
ther certify, and declare, that the fiaid Re¬ 
gifier is, and has been always , in my Cufio- 
dy, Jince 1 became Vicar there ; and that 
neither Mr. Shaw, nor any other Perfon for 
him, ever did confult it ; fo that what Mr. 
Shaw affierts on this account, is a Faljhood. 
In Teftimony of the Truth of the Premi- 
fes, I have hereunto fet my Hand this 
13 th Day of October, 1715. 

Peter Parr, Vie. de Alftonfield. 

Sign’d in the Prefence of 
Antho. Blackvvall, Vic de Elvafton. 
Tho.Wood, ReCt. of Key worth. 

Higgins Harris, Minifier of 
St. Peters, Derby. ' 


What 
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What Remarks might be made upon our 
Author’s Veracity, Sincerity, and luch like 
excellent Qualities, are lb obvious to every 
Reader, that my Labour is intirely luperfe- 
ded. I lhall therefore only ask Mr. Shaw at 
parting, what he thinks of a Man that is thus 
trifling and inconfiftent ? Or (to ule his own 
Words) “ what regard is to be had to an Au- 
“ thor that thus lcandaloufly trades in Falf- 
“ hood *? 

We have been often told of a new Edition 
of his Defence, with a recommendatory Pre¬ 
face from three of his Brethren, Mr. Tong , 
Dr. Oldfield , Mr. Robinfon. 

Thele, I luppofe, are to give lome mighty 
Encomiums upon our Author’s Performances; 
and he again, in return, is to do as much for 
them when there is occafion. Thus they re¬ 
ceive Honour one of another. 

One great Realbn, as I am inform’d, they 
give of the Excellency of his Defence, is this, 
viz. “ That in five Months time feven hun- 
“ dred and fifty Books were bought by the 
“ charitable and moderate Men of all Tides 
“ in the neighbouring Counties. 

An Aflertion this, notorioufly falfe ; for 
the Bookfellers have at this very time a great 
many which cannot be fold; and one that has 
as much reafon to know the Sale of the Book 
as any Man, lays expreflly, “ that this Af- 
“ fertion is a Lye.” 


1 Def. ^.83. Marg. 


But 


XXIX 


The Preface. 

But to return. 

I have more than once enquir’d for this 
Preface at Mr. Shaw’s Booklellers, but can¬ 
not yet obtain it ; and therefore it cannot 
be imagin’d , that I Ihould make any Re¬ 
marks upon a Recommendatory Preface; 
which, tho’ it has been much talk’d of, and 
long expected, is not publilh’d. 

To Mr. Shaw’s Acculation of the Clergy, 
that when they preach concerning Schilm, 
they “ damn the Diflenters”, &c. it may at 
prelent fuffice to lay ; that when we dif- 
courfe of Schilm, (as doubdels all Clergymen 
ought to do in the Courle of their Preaching, 
and whenever they lee Occafion) we fay tne 
very lame things of the Sinfulnels and Damn¬ 
ing Nature of it, which k the Holy Scrip¬ 
tures, the 1 * * * * * * 7 * * * 11 Primitive Fathers (particularly 

k Unity is recommended by our BleffedSaviour , St. John, 
c. 17. v. 21, 22 , 23. & v. 4, y, of the fame Chapter. 

Schifm condemned , Rom. c. 16. v. 17. 1 Cor. c. 1. v. 

10.1 Cor. c. 3. v. 3. 2 Cor. c. 13. v. n. Ephef. c. 4. v. 3. 
Philip, c. 1 v. 27. Philip, c. 2. v. 1, 2. St. Jude v. 19. 
1 Cor. c. 8. v. 1. Ephef. c. 2. v. 21,22. Ephef c. 4. zu6. 
Coloff c. v. 2.19. 2 Tim. c. 4. v. 3. 2 Pet. c. 2.v. 10. Ga- 
lat. c. f. v. 20, 21. 

l Clemens Romanus.Epift. ad Corinth. &. Ignatius E- 

pift. particularly ad Eph. $. ^,20. 4, 13. Epift. ad Trail. 

§. 7. Epif adMagnef. $.6, 7. Epifh ad Philadel.§. 2, 4, 

7, 8. Epift. adSmyr.§.8. Fpift ad Polycarp. §. 6. 

Cypriani Epift. ad Cornelium 45*, 46. ad Florent. 

16. Cyprianus de Unitate Eccleliae. See Eufeb. Ecclef. 
Hift. Lib. 6. 

The Canons of the Apoflles, Can. 24. according to Cotele- 
rius’j Divijion : Canon Gang. Anno 340. vSWCan. 6. or 
6y. according to another Divijion, African Code Can. 10, 

11, &V. 
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St Imatius, and St. Cyprian ), and even the 
m old Nonconformifts have faid concerning 

K We aflert that Schifm is a Sin, as well as 
Adultery, or Murder, and all Sin doubt.els 
is in its Nature 'Damnable ; but what Allow¬ 
ances a God of infinite Mercy will make, to 
thofe who Labour under an invincible Igno¬ 
rance, or the Prejudices of Education, we 
pretend not to determine. For my own par¬ 
ticular, when I difcourfe upon Sonina, and 
luch like Subjeds which the guilty do not 
care to hear of, I never fail to tell em the 
whole Truth, and to fhew the natural and 

dreadful Conlecjuences of Sin. _ rc r 
But then I do it in the molt inofrenlive 
and endearing manner I can think of; in fuch 
a manner as may evince that I have a real 
refped for their Perfons, and a tender Com¬ 
panion for their Souls. So that in the very 
doing it, they may ob ferve, that it is my 

m 'that Schifm is condemned as a damnable Sin 
t Lon. E- r t j oe D'lfjenting teachers: See | Mr. Bax- 
dit. 1670. Cure 0 f Church-Divifions , Pref. p. 2, 6. 

“ Churcb-Divifion is an Heap of Sin" and p. w. See his 
Treanre of Self-denial. See Dr. Bryan’; Dwelling with God, 
p , I4 . See Vindication of Presbytenal Government 

and Mint thy, publipedby the Miniflers, and Elders of Lon¬ 
don met together in a Provincial Synod, as they call it,Hoy. 
, 4640 S'ee two Sticks made one, or the Excellency of U- 
mty, A Sermon preached by Mr Mead April 6. 1691. 
and printed at the requeft of above Fourfcore Dffentmg Teach- 
. r( 0 f the Presbyterian and Independent Perfuajions. To 
thereI might add’, Ball, Hilderfham, Brightman, Paget, and 
many others who feverely condemn Schifm, bat am unwilling 
to enlarge tbefe Papers. 


con- 
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concern for their eternal Salvation, that urges 
me to foreprize ’em of their Danger. 

In a Word, certain it is, that that Man can 
never be accounted a faithful Minifler of 
Jelus Chrift, that does not “ declare the 
“ whole Counfel of God”, if he Prophe- 
fies only Jmooth Things , if he Prophejies 
Deceit ; if he luits his Dodrine to the tafle 
of the Times, and calls evil Good, and good 
Evil; he muft neceflarily, even in this Life, 
feel the terrible Rebukes of his own Confid¬ 
ence, and has but to much realbn too fear that 
Woe and Milery denounced, and referved for 
thole CruelPafiors, “ IVho cry Peace, Peace 
“ when there is no Peace". Jer. 6 . 14. 

As for thofe particulars which have no Re¬ 
lation to our Difpute, I luppofe, I might, 
without Imputation, take no notice of them. 
But becaule Mr. Shaw and his Admirers may 
interpret my Silence, as an Argument that 
they are unanfvverable, I will therefore be¬ 
llow a Remark or two upon them in the 
Margin n . 

__ If 

n One Argument our f Author offers, to prove Defenc 
me difaffeaed to our late good (Jueen of olejjed 1 % 2 
Memory , and a Friend to the Pretender , is my b/’ 
giving the Epithets of Reverend , Judicious , ‘ 

Learned , Pious or Worthy, &c. to Dr. Hicks, Mr. Dod- 
well, Mr. Lefley, &c. when I had occajion to mention 
them, and their Writings. In anfwer to which , Ifay, 
that at this rate of reafoning ; he that in civil terms quotes a 
paffage from Baxter or Mariana, muflbe a Presbyterian , or 
a Papifl ; and there is juft the fame Reafon to infer from 
Mr. ShawV quoting fo many long PaJJ'ages from the Sermons 
of Archbijhop Tillotfon, Bijhop Burnet, &c. that he is a 
Member of the Church of England. In a Word , when Mr. 

Shaw 
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If I be thought too Minute and Punctual 
in my Anfwers, beyond the Merit of the 

Ob- 


Shaw pleafes to write as well in Vindication of Truth and 
Religion, and for the Advancement of Human Learning as 
they have done,(and who can doubt his Abilitiesthen I will 
not fcruple to give him too the fame Epithets, the fame 
iL great Marks of Refped and Efleem 

And yet I hope no Body will be fo abfurd as to infer from 
thence, that I am either a Republican, or a Presbyterian. 
Could he have proved that I had preached up Refiftance and 
Rebellion againjl her, or by feditious Words, or dijloyal Adi- 
ons had evidenced a diflike of her Adminiftration ; then, / 
own, I had juftly deferved the fever eft Cenfure. Butfmce 
nothing fo wicked and inconfiftent with my Oaths could ever 
he objeded, even by this Accufer, againft me ; I prefume 
therefore, there is no Perfon that is truly Candid and Cha¬ 
ritable, but muft condemn him for charging me with want of 
u Allegiance to her Majefty, and Duty to my Diocefan”, 
with being u a Favourer of the Pretender ”, and u doubly 
u perjuredBut after all, fuppofing the Charge to be juft, 
would it become Mr . Shaw to upbraid me with it, whofe 
Separation is one continued, avowed 
A£t of Difobedience to * Authority, 
*Conformity to the both in Church and State ! How ridi- 
Church is required, culous is it in Him to tax any Man with 
and commanded not Difloyalty, who, (not to mention his 
only by the Ca- Principles of Refiftance which are ra¬ 
tions , but alfo conftftent with Government) was fo 
by the Ads of U- difrefpedful to the late Queen, to fay 
niformity ; andtho ’ no worfe, fo much an Enemy to the 
the Penalty be ta- Hanover Succeffion, that (when the 
ken off, yet the News was fent by the Fadion to Der- 
Preceptive part is by about a Month before Chrifhnas 
in full Force . that floe was then dead, which hap¬ 

pily proved a Falfhood, he was fo 
far from being concerned at it , that 
on the contrary, he had Company in the Evening very mer¬ 
ry with him, and to Jhew how well pleafed he was with the 
report, he could not forbear coming out into the Street, where 
he bawl’d out Marlborough, a Marlborough, forgetting, it 
feems, the next Heir, the Crown was entail'd upon by Law. 
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Objections, I hope (as ° Dr. Maurice fays 
concerning Clarkfon') that “ For this 1 may 
“ be allowed to ule the Plea of Apuleim on 
“ the like occalion, that I have taken Notice 
*• of many frivolous Things, left to fome I 
“ might leem to decline them as unanfwera- 
“ ble, and not to omit them out of a juft 
*■ Contempt. And if my Anfwers to fome 
“ mean and captious Remarks, may leem 
“ fometimes to tafte of the Futility of the 
“ Objections ; yet I hope this will be im- 
“ puted to him, who was not afhamed to o£ 
“ fer luch things in Evidence, and not to 
“ me who was concerned to difprove them”. 
As for our Author’s apparent Blunders , 
Contradictions, and Inconfiftencies which I 
have in the beginning of this Preface charg’d 
him with, I lhall here make good that charge, 
by reciting a few of them, and lhall leave it 
as a task upon him, and his learned Friends, 
With all the Logick they are Mailers of, to 
reconcile them. 


This is a matter fo well attefted by thofe that heard him, 
that (tho ’ at firft, he deny'dit) he now allows it to be true, 
hut then gives this Pretty turn to it, that tc he and feveral 
u Friends with him fpoke to an Echo, and mentioned Marl- 
ic borough, to try how much it would repeatBut, here 
too the Curious have deteded our Author in a Falfloood, and 
aft'ure me there is no Echo there, as he pretends there is. But 
perhaps his Voice is fo agreeable and engaging above that of 
others, that Echo will oblige him only with an Anfwer* 
If any be offended at my making mention of this Exploit , 
they muft blame him for it that forced me to do it* 

0 Preface 0/Diocefan Epifcopacy, p. 8 , 
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, The Title of his firft 
Pamphlet is. 

. !The Validity of the Bap - 
tifnts of Differing Miniflers. 


P. 14. Def 

“ The Church allows 
“ the Validity ofLay-Bap- 
“ tifm. 


P. 22. Of the Validity , &C. 
“ The Child of a Chri- 
u ftian Parent is a Chriftian 
• * c as foon as it is born. 


P. 6. Of his fmall Trea- 
tife falfly call’d, T’he Judg¬ 
ment of the Church of Eng¬ 
land that Presbyters may or¬ 
dain, he fays thus; 


In the Pamphlet he ar¬ 
gues wholly for the Validity 
of Lay-Baptifm. [But if 
he owns, as it fhould feem 
he does, that he and his 
Brethren are Lay-Men, 
then indeed his Title-Page, 
and Book are not contra¬ 
dictory]. 

P. 14. Defence. He fays, 
u all that I undertook was 
“ to fliew that many Wri- 
“ ters of the Church were 
u for the Validity of Lay - 
iC Baptifm , 

“ This is the only thing 
u I promis’d to make ap- 
u pear. 

P. 28. Def. Speaking of 
the Hampton-Court Confe¬ 
rence, he fays thus; 

“ Since which time it 
u muft be own’d, that the 
u Church of England does 
4t require a lawful Minifter 
u to be the Adminiftrator of 
“ Baptifm, who is the on- 
“ ly authoriz’d Perfon by 
u this Rubrick to do it.” 

P. 107. Def. 

u The Child of a Chri- 
u ftian Parent before Bap- 
a tifm is not a compleat 
a Chriftian, it’s not ini- 
u tiated in the Chriftian 
<c Church, nor enroll’d a- 
u mongft the Number of 
“ the Faithful. 

P. 7. Of his Judgment , &C. 
he fays thus ; 


Nor 
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a Nor does it appear by “ And that (lie continues 
u all y of the Alterations “ in the fame Mind to this 
tc made in the Offices of “ very Day, I doubt not to 
t< the Church, that ifce “ make appear from the 
« chang’d her Opinion, till u prefent Book of Orders, 
ci about fifty Years ago. “ which is confirm’d by 

“ Parliament. 

And by this time, it may be hoped I have 
iufficiently coniidered our Author’s Perfor¬ 
mance, which his Friends boaited to be unan¬ 
swerable ; a Performance, which, as it hap¬ 
pened, pleafed all Tides; the DiiTenters that 
it was done To weii, and the Churchmen that 
it was no better. 

I only add, with regard to the following 
Difcourie, that I doubt not, but upon the 
unprejudiced peruial of it, the prefent Senti¬ 
ments of Tome Men will be altered. 

The Catalogue of Scottijh Bifhops, I for¬ 
merly gave from Archbilliop Spot-wood's Hi- 
itory, is alio hereby vindicated. But if any 
farther Satisfaction be neceiTary in a Cafe lo 
clear as I thinkthis is, I ihall endeavour to give 
it by the Publication of fome Authentick. Pa¬ 
pers, which demonftratively prove, that, during 
the Presbyterian Ufurpation in Scotland , there 
was a true Succeilion of Biiliops preierved, 
and Epifoopal Ordinations performed: And 
particularly, that Biihop Linde fay who bap¬ 
tized King Charles I. was a true Biihop (and 
not meerly Nominal , as fome vainly fancy) 
when he baptized that Prince. But this Dii- 

b a courie 
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courfe being larger than I at firft defigned it, 

I muft therefore become a Debtor to the pub- 
lick, againft a more convenient Opportunity. 

In the mean while, I cannot but obferve, 
that even the Hiftory of Ca.lderwood, a rigid 
Presbyterian, is, (Ilpeak it upon good Autho¬ 
rity) falfify’d and corrupted, and become very 
different from the original, now in the Hands 
of a Noble Lord. Who they were that cor¬ 
rupted it, and for what end, is eafy to guefs; 
and I will venture to fay that the Advocates 
of Presbytery, as well as thofe of Popery have 
reafon enough to blulh to fee their Artifices 
detected. But to return. 

By the following Account, the Reader 
may obferve the gradual Encroachments which 
Presbytery made upon Epifcopacy in Scot¬ 
land, and how infolently the Presbyterians 
behaved themfelves both towards the Church 
and State. Hence alio, any Man of ordina¬ 
ry Reach and Capacity may difeern the reft- 
lels Spirit of that Party , and may eafily 
Prophefie that they will always endeavour, 
by Stratagem or Force , the Ruin of the 
Church of England. And from what has 
been formerly done here, and lately to our 
Sifter-Church of Scotland , we have too much 
Reafon to believe , that this Church will, 
when ’tis in their Power, (which God and 
his Majefty prevent) meet with no better 
Wage. How many of the Clergy beyond the 
Tweed, for jiot renouncing “ the Damnable Sin 
of Prelacy”, “ that infupportable grievance” 
( as the Zealots moderately exprels it) have 
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been turned out of their Cures and beggar’d ? 
And can We on this fide the River expedt 
any gentler Treatment ? Is not Toleration, 
which is here claim’d as a Right by our Dif- 
ienters, condemn’d there ? Is not the true E- 
pifcopal Church envy’d even that * Toleration 
which by the Favour of the Government Ihe 
now enjoys? And can we realbnably lup- 
pole that the Presbyteiians in England will, 
when in Power, be of a more charitable and 
indulgent Dilpofition ? Have not many of us 
already, in this Country elpecially, lufficient- 
ly experienc’d the Moderation of Fanaticifm ? 
Are not the utmoft Endeavours ufed to ruine 
us, and our Families ? 

But to difmifs lo melancholy a Subject and 
conclude : As the Church of England is the 
belt,, andmoft primitive Church in the World, 
fo let us, who are true Members of it, (how¬ 
ever we may be by Party-names unhappily 
diftinguilh’d) labour its Prefervation. Let us 
not, by the Impiety of our Lives , by our 
own unnatural Diftenfions , and bale Cow¬ 
ardice, provoke God to inflidt the Puniln- 
ment, which befell the once glorious Ajia- 
tick Churches. May our Church remain the 
Support and Honour of the Reformation* 
May it be fo immoveably founded on a Rock, 


* See Mr. Meldrum’i Sermon, May i6, 1703, before the 
Duke of Queenberry, High-Commiffioner , &c. againft the 
\Toleration of Epifcopacy. See alfo fever al late flddreffes from 
Scotland, wherein the Presbyterians plainly exprefs their 
Dif ike of Toleration, and would have the Government by their 
running Infnuations to take it away. 

that 
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that all the Attacks of its Enemies, whether 
open or jfecret, of whatever Denomination, 
may never, never more be able to lhake it i 
May neither Atheilm nor Popery, Profane- 
nefs nor Schifm ; nor, in a Word, the Gates 
of Hell ever prevail againfl it! 

O blejfed Spirit! infpire all Orders and 
'Degrees of Men amongfi us with true Chri- * 
fiian Courage, and a well-temper'd Zeal, to 
defend thy Church, amidft all thofe Dangers , 
which may at any time threaten her De - 
jlruCtion. 

Derby. Lady-day, 1716. 
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ROYAL MARTYR 

A 

‘True Chrijhan. 

has beenmade an Objection againfl: 
the Do£brine of the Invalidity of 
Lay -baptifm,that it is attended with 
many dreadful Confequences. But 
that That way of arguing from 
Confequences is not at all true and 
conclufive , has been abundantly made appeal by the 
Writers upon that Controverfy; And I beg leave 
to fay, that I hope I myfelfhave prov’d fuch land 
of reafoning to be falfe a . For by this Argument, 
Is it not uncharitable to aflert the Truth of the 
Chriftian Religion, the Divinity of our blefled Sa¬ 
viour, the Neceflity of Church-communion ? Ac¬ 
cording to this rate of reafoning, almoft every Do- 

a See my Book, entituled, The Invalidity of the Lay-bap- 
tifms of Diffenting Teachers, p. 48. 
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i The Royal Martyr « 

fctrine mult be branded tor uncharitable and falfe 
it being very certain that thoufands are involv’d m I 
the Confquences. Mult not the Clergy aflert and 
prove that Murder, Adultery, Swearing, Drunk- 
ennefs, Herefy and Schilm are Sins, becaufe many 
thoufands are involv’d in the Confequences, and 
(without Repentance) will be damn’d for them ? 
Mull we therefore erafe thefe Sins out of our Bi¬ 
bles, and ftrike them out of the Catalogue of Vi¬ 
ces? Mult not a Clergyman preach Obedience to 
the Supreme Power, and is it an uncharitable and 
falfe Dodtrine, becaufe it reproaches the Villains, 
of Forty eight, ftigmatizes them with the infa¬ 
mous Character of Rebellion,, nay, of Regicide, 
the very worft of Murders ? And yet as unreafona- 
ble and abfurd as this Modern way of arguing is, it 
is Itrange to confider what great and frequent Ufe 
has been made of it-, and particularly in the late 
Difpute touching Lay-baptifm. Among the ma¬ 
ny Aflertors of that fmgular Conceit, that truly 
fopifh Notion, viz. that Lay-baptifm is valid, there 
are two Right Reverend b Bifhops, who urge 
this Argument. And after thofe great Examples,, 
Mr. Shaw c a Diflenting Teacher in Derby clofely 
copies. And becaufe he cannot exprefs himlelf in 
better Language than in that of their Lordfhips, 
he tranfcribes whole Paragraphs from their Wri¬ 
tings and gives a moll difmal account of the fad 
Confequences, if it will not be allow’d that the Bap¬ 
tism of aLay-Perfon is every whit as good and valid 
as that of an authoriz’d Minifter of Jefus Chrift. 

One Confequence which the Bilhop of Oxford 
mentions in his Charge, and which the Diflenting 
Teacher fails not to take notice of, is this, That 


,. b r B P],°f s - m > and S P- of O -n. c Mr. Shaw in 

hisJmaU Treatife, confiftmg chiefly of Collections from the Bp. of 
Saiuni; Sermons, and Bp. of Oxford'; Charge*. Anno 1711. 
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theDodlrine of the Invalidity of Lay-baptifm, not 
only unchriftians fome thoufands of our own 
Church, but unchriftians alfo King James's Chil¬ 
dren, and confequently the Blefted Martyr King 
Charles I. But that it may not be imagin’d that 
I wrong his Lordfhip by any falfe Inference, I will 
fet down the very words as they ftand in his 
Charge at the Visitation at Oxford. d <c How 
“ many thoufands of our own Church muft this 
“ Do£trine unchriftian ? If His p. e. King James's] 
“ Opinion had been, that fuch as had been bap- 
“ tiz’d by Perfons not epifcopally ordain’d, were 
“ not baptiz’d, but fprinkled, and ought to have 
<c been baptiz’d again ; He wou’d undoubtedly 
“ have order’d his own Children to have been re- 
(l baptiz’d here, who had been baptiz’d by Mini- 
“ fters who had only Presbyterian Orders in Scot- 
“ land ”. So that according to this worthy Bi- 
fhop, concludes Mr. Shaw, “ King Charles I. had 
4C no other Baptifm, but fuch as is amongft us Dif- 
<c fenters j and according to the Modern High- 
“ Church Notion, he was no Chriftian, although 
<c in the Seiwice for the Thirtieth of January he 
“ is ftyl’d a Blefted Martyr e ”. To all which I 
have in a former Treatife return’d an Anfwer. 
And tho’ the determination of the controverted 
Cafe of Lay-baptifm depends not upon the Baptifm, 
of good King Charles I. whatever it was, yet, 
fuch is the refpe£t I bear to the Memory of that 
excellent Prince, that it was a great concern to 
me to fee any Suggeftion, that He was not regu¬ 
larly admitted a Member of the Church of Chrift. 
Wherefore I undertook to fhew { that it is high¬ 
ly probable from feveral Confiderations, that King 


d Sec the Charge, p. 15. 4 to . 8 th Edition. 
e Mr. Shaw’; Validity, crc. p. 9. 
f P. 87. Invalidity of, ere. 
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Charles I. had the true epifcopal Baptifm. In the 
firlt place I obferv’d that King James I. had a 
great averfion to Presbytery , and look’d upon it as 
a very arbitrary, tyrannical fort of Government, 
which wou’d raife it felf above the Prerogative, 
and confront the Laws of the State: The Preachers 
frequently preach’d Treafon and Rebellion from the 
Pulpits, and pleaded an Exemption from the Cog- 
nizance of the Civil Magiftrate, when they were 
queftion’d for their Violation of the Laws. The 
King was fhamefully revil’d to his very Face 8, 
particularly by Mr. David Blake in his Sermon at 
St. Andrews. He had fuch an Hatred to thePref- 
byterian Difcipline, that he declar’d at the. Hampton- 
Court Conference, that cc Howfoever he lived a- 
“ mong Puritans, and was kept for the moll part 
w as a Ward under them, yet fince he was of the 
“ Age of his Son, ten Years old, he ever diflik’d 
“ their Opinions as the Saviour of the World, 
ce tho’ he lived among them, he was not of them 
So that confidering his averfion to the Presbyterian 
Seel, I fhew’d it was not probable that he wou’d 
be fond of having his Children fprinkled by the 
Supporters of it ; and efpecially when he might 
have had either a Bilhop or inferiour Minilter right¬ 
ly ordain’d from England. , nay, in his own King¬ 
dom, to adminiller the Sacrament of Baptifm. 
But becaufe it is by fome aflerted that Presbytery 
is .the ancient Government in Scotland , and that 
Epifcopacy is an Innovation, I therefore obferv’d 
farther, that Epifcopacy was the firffc Ecclefiaftical 
Government} that the Scots had Bilhops very early 
among them j that there was a conllant Succelfion 


S Gibfon call'd the King Jeroboam to his Face, and pro¬ 
nounc’d this Curfe, that He fliould die childlefs, and be the 
laft of his Race, trc. See Foulis’r Hilt, of the Prelbyterian 
Plots, arc. p. 53. Oxford Edit. 1674. 
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| c f Bilhops in every Century down to the Time of 
Kin 0 ' James I. who was himfelf baptiz’d by the 
Archbilhop of St. Andrews , at whofe Baptifm were 
prefent the Bilhops of Dunkeld ., Dumblane , and 
fiofs. After the barbarous Murther of his Father 
by the Earl of Bothwell , he was crown’d and an¬ 
ointed King by the Bilhop of Orkney. When his 
Children were born, I proceed to Ihew, that it is 
probable that there were true Minillers to be pro¬ 
cur’d to perform the Office of Baptifm 5 that Prince 
pjenry was baptiz’d by the Bilhop of Aberdeen , to 
whom he was prefentedby the Earl of SuJJ'ex , Em- 
balfador from Queen Elizabeth 5 and that the reft 
of the King’s Children, were (probably) baptiz’d 
by Mr. David Lindfay , Bilhop of RoJ/'e , and Mi¬ 
nilter of Leith. And for the particular Proof of 
all this, I cite the Authorities of Archbifhop Spotf- 
>,wood and Dr. Lloyd , h now Lord Bilhop of ITirce- 
fler , whofe Writings will afford a fuller Satisfa6lion. 
Thus from all thefe Confiderations laid together, I 
infer the Probability of the true Baptifm of King 
Charles I. Thefe Arguments I thought fufficient 
to alledge in this regard, againltan Afiertion which 
wanted Proof, not thinking it neceffary to labour 
a Point which could never determine the Contro- 
verfy of Lay-baptifm. For cc Suppofe (as I have 
“ argu’d) that the King’s Children had not been 
« baptiz’d at all , could the Quakers from thence 
“ draw a conclufive Argument againll Water- 
“ baptifm ? Suppofe they had not been baptiz’d 
<c till they arriv’d at Tears of Difcretion , would 
this have been a Jullification of the Anabaptills 
‘ c Contempt of Infant-baptifm ? Or fuppofe that 
a King, compell’d by Necelfity, or out or Choice, 
K did procure his Children to be fprinkled by a 
“ Presbyterian Teacher, would it follow from 


h An Hijlorical Account of Church-Government , &c. 
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<£ thence, that Presbyterian Ordination is valid 
“ and the Baptifm valid perform’d by a pretended 
“ Presbyter * 1 ? ” But fince fome noiiy Qbjeditions 
have been made againft my Realbns of PROBA¬ 
BILITY, which was all I contended for, I there¬ 
fore think my felf fo far oblig’d in Juftice to my 
felf, and relpedt to the Blefled Martyr, to urge the 
Argument a little farther, and to prove, as I hope 
to do, beyond all Exception, that the King’s Chil¬ 
dren might be epifcopally baptiz’d, and particular¬ 
ly that King Charles I. was fo, by a truly ordain’d 
Minifter. And this I ihall endeavour to do in the 
following Method: 

I. By Ihewing that there were thole in Scotland 
from time to time, who had receiv’d a true, Epi¬ 
scopal Ordination. 

II- By proving pofitively that King Charles I. 
was baptiz’d by a rightly and epifcopally ordain’d 
Adminiftrator of Baptifm. 

I- I am to Ihew that there were thofe in Scot- 
from time to time, who had receiv’d a true 
Epifcopal Ordination. Now this I think will ap¬ 
pear abundantly evident, not only from the Confi- 
deration of the conftant Succeffion of Biihops, not 
nominal but reaf and of a fuperiour Order to Pref- 
byters, (which Bede , and from him the learned 
Bilhop of Wircefer , have fully prov’d) but alfo 
from hence, viz. becaufe there were true Biibops 
Nboth before and after the Reformation in Scotland. 
Before the Reformation, it is not to be doubted but 
there were Biibops, both as to the Name, and 
Thing, who prefided in that Church, and whofe 
Names may be feen in the Catalogue annex’d to 


* See Invalidity, ere. p. 86. 
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the Hibory of the Church of Scotland k . King 
James the fixth of Scotland^ and firil: o £ England^ was 
born the ipth Day of June, Amo iy< 56 , and was 
baptiz’d by the Biibop of St. Andrews , at whole 
Baptifm there were prefent (as I faid) the Biihops 
of Dunkeld , Dumblane and Rofs. But to put the 
Matter beyond all difpute, it is acknowledg’d by 
fome Presbyterian Advocates, that Prelacy was 
the Government of the Scotlifj Church at the Re¬ 
formation. For Cowpar , Bilhop of Galloway , ha¬ 
ving publilh’d an Apology, Anno 1613, for taking 
upon him that Order j in a Ihort time after, three 
Presbyterians made Objedions to it in three Let¬ 
ters, to which the Bilhop return’d his Anfwers : 
And it is obfervable by his Anfwers to two of them, 
that his Adverlaries honeftly confefs’d that that 
Ehui ch was govern’d by Biihops at , and before the 
Reformation} and not only fo, but thatEpifcopa- 
cy continued after the Reformation, even ex con- 
fifo, until the Year 1 777. But that the Reader 
may judge for himfelf, I will fet down the very 
Words as they may be found in Cowpar’s Dicaiolo- 
P e i P- 167. and quoted by the late reverend and 
learned Mr. John Sage '. “ You grant that from 

“ the beginning of the Reformation, till the Year 
“ tf7f» our Church contented themfelves with 
M Biihops and Superintendents, why then is it 
counted fo odious that Biihops Ihould be in it 
“ now ? ” To the Author of the third Letter he 
writes thus. (See ibid. p. 174.) Biihops you grant 
“ were once fet up in our Church, with confent 
<c of our Church: So your firil Brother confels’d 
“ before you } what aileth you then at a Bilhop 

k See Spotfwood’j Hijlory , p. 196, 197. 

1 Author of the Principles of the Cyprianick Age, and 
their Vindication, in his Remarks upon a Letter from a Gen¬ 
tleman in the City, to a Minifter in the Countrey ; and upon 
Mr. Williamion’* Sermon, Printed 1703. 
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« now ? Why make you fuch a ftir for receiving 
“ that which our belt and oldeft Fathers receiv’d 
*• before us ? Why call you hereafter Epifcopal 
<f GovernmentTHE ROMISH HIERARCHY? 
<c Did Mr. Knox and our Fathers fet up ROMISH 
u HIERARCHY?” This muft follow if you 
be a true Man. “ Obferve, (fays Mr. Sage) Cow. 
u par cites no fuch Conceffion from the fecond 
tc Letter, which is an Argument of his Integrity. 
tc Indeed how cou’d he have cited fuch Conceffions 
<c from the other two, if they had not been in 

“ them?” We have then two clear Presbyterian 
Teftimonies. To which we may add a third, viz. 
that of Calderwood. , a rigid PRESBYTERIAN j 
who, tho’ he was exceeding partial to his Caufe, 
yet cou’d not but confefs this Point which carried 
along with it fuch a glaring Evidence. 

Anno 1618. He wrote a Latin Epiftle under the 
borrow’d Name of Hieronymus Philadelphus , in or¬ 
der to inform the Members of the Synod of Dort 
concerning the Differences in Scotland about Church 
Government. Spot [wood publifh d a Refutation of 
it, Anno 1620. Calderwood writes a Vindication, 
Anno 162.3. In which Vindication he more than 
once confefl’es, “ That the Form of the Govern- 
“ ment of the Church of Scotland was prelatical.” 
He allows that the Superintendents were veiled 
with the Power of ordaining and depofing Parilh 
1 VJ millers, auftorandi , (A exaudtorandi Pajlores. 

That, p. 21. they were eminent er, &c. eminent- 
tc ly cloath’d with Power above other Pallors. 
iC And again, p. 19. Pis true , they cou’d ordain 
<c Pallors, and confirm them, excommunicate and 
“ depofe unworthy Minillers, (Ac. And p. 105, 
“ and 107, he expreflly fays, that for the firll fif- 
“ teen Years after the Reformation, Prelatical Go- 
“ vernment continu’d without oppofition”. What 
more then needs to be faid upon « Point which is 

fairly 
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fairly acknowledg’d even by the Adverfaries of E- 
pifcopacy ? But now that the Minillers who then 
officiated in the Church of Scotland , and from the 
Reformation, whether of the Higher or Lower 
Orders, were truly and epifcopally ordain’d, is not 
furely to be doubted, when it is confider’d that 
there is the fairell Probability in the World to fup- 
pofe, that there were feveral Popilh Prelates and 
Priells who join’d in the blelled Work of Refor¬ 
mation, as well as fome of the Laity did. Can we 
imagine that none but the Laity mould have the 
Grace and good Fortune to fee their Miftakes, and 
that the Clergy only fhould continue in their Er¬ 
rors ? Is it probable that no Bilhops, or other in- 
feriour Clergymen Ihould concur in reforming the 
Corruptions and Abufes of Popery ? Was it pecu¬ 
liar only to England , that a Cranmer , a Latimer , a 
Farrar , or an Hooper , Ihould be converted from 
Superllition and Idolatry ? Why mull the Clergy 
of Scotland be conceiv’d only to labour under Dark- 
nefs and Delufion, when all the reft of Chriftendom 
were enlightned ? Poor Gentlemen! cou’d they 
not diftinguilh between Truth and Error as well 
as illiterate Mechanicks ? Cou’d not they obferve 
the grofs Notions of Tranfubftantiation, Purgatoiy, 
Invocation of Saints, (Ac. as well as they, whofe 
Education perhaps extended no farther than to the 
knowledge of their refpective Trades and Sciences? 
If none of the Clergy were fo happy as to join in 
the Meafures of a Reformation, how lhall we be able 
to account for the Succefs, and Progrefs of it ? Who 
muft preach the Word, and adminifter Sacraments, 
and offer up Prayers for the People ? If then it be 
necellary to fuppofe, that there were of th e Clergy of 
all Orders who reform’d from Popery in Scotland ,, 
as well as fome did in England ; then it will necef- 
farily follow, nay, ’tis indeed allow’d, I think, on 
all hands, that their Epifcopal Confecrations, and 

Ordi- 
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Ordinations, receiv’d from Bifhops in the Romijh 
Communion were valid j and if fo, then their A< 5 fo 
whether of Ordination, or Adminiftration of Sa¬ 
craments, as of Baptifm, for inftance, mull: alfo 
be valid, by virtue of the Commiffion they had 
receiv’d. 

But now that de faclo there were Clergymen who 
renounc’d the Errors of Popery, and concurr’d in 
the Work of Reformation, is plainly acknowledg’d 
by Calderwood, who mentions three Biihops parti¬ 
cularly, viz. the Biihops of Galloway, Orkney, and 
Cathnefsy nay farther, he fays, m “That Mr .John 
“ Douglafs [afterwards] Bilhop of St. Andrews , 
“ was (before the Reformation) a Carmelite Frier, 
“ and Chaplain to the Earl of Argyle ”. And this 
n Mr. Shaw himfelf quotes from Calderwood in his 
own Words. The excellent Treatife call’d, The 
Fundamental Charter of Presbytery, written by Mr. 
Sage, proves inconteftably that there wer e Prelates, 
who concurr’dJjKhe Work of Reformation, as 
well as Presbyters. ° Knox fays there were prefent 
in the Parliament holden in Augufi i?6o, (which 
Parliament gave the firft National Eftablilhment to 
our Scotijh Reformation) The Bijhop of Galloway 
the Abbots of Lundoris, Cullrols, St. Colmes-inch 
Coldingham, St. Mary-Iile, and the Subprior of 
•SV. Andrews, with divers others. And of all thefe 
he fays, That they had renounc’d Papiftry, and o- 
penly profefs’d Jefus Chrifi. 

p Spotfwood reckons up no fewer than eight of 
the Spiritual Efiate, all Protefiants, chofen at that 
Time, to be Lords of the Articles : Namely, The 
Bifhops of Galloway and Argyle, the Prior of St. An¬ 
drews, the Abbots of Aberbrothoick, Kilwinning, 
Lundors, Newbottle and Culrofs. Lay thefe two 
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Accounts together, and you ihall have at lead a 
round Dozen of Reforming Preldtes. To thefe I 
add, Thomas Guillam a Frier, who, as Petrie lays, 
was the firft publick Preacher of the Reform’d 
Religion in Scotland, by whofe Sermons John Knox 
got the firft lively Impreffions of the Truth. After 
the Pacification of Leith, which was concluded in 
July x f 60, Minifters were diftributed among the 
feveral Towns. r John Knox was appointed for 
Edinburgh , Chrifiopher Guodman for St. Andrews , 
Adam Herriot for Aberdeen, John Row for Perth , 
William Chryfiifon for Dundee, David Fergufon for 
Dumfermline , Paul Methuen for Jedburgh, and 
Mr. David Linde fay for Leith. Befide thefe, five 
were nominated to be Superintendents j Spotfwood 
for Lothian and Mers, Winram for Fife, the Laird 
of Dun for Angus and Merns, Willock for Glafcow , 
and Carfewell for Argyle and the Ifles •, thefe are 
all who are reckon’d up by { Knox and Spotfwood. 
And Spotfwood adds, “ With this fmall number 
“ was the Plantation of the Church at firft under-; 
“ taken r ”. 

That the Order of Bifhops, as fuperiour to 
Presbyters, was adtually in being at, and did con¬ 
tinue for Tome time after the Reformation, and that 
Ordination to the Miniftry was in like manner E- 
pifcopal, is manifeft from this very Confideration, 
namely, that from the very firft Dawnings of the 
Reformation, till fome Years after it was publick- 
ly eftablifh’d, which was, as I have faid, Anno 1 y60, 
we do'not read that the. Proteftants, either in 
Difputes with Papifts, or with one another, did 
ever infill upon the Divine Right of Parity or E- 
quality among the Minifters ol Chrift’s Church. 

V e£ A 4 - Fundamental Charter, Printed at London, for 
C. Brome, 1695. And p. 73. Pet. 180, and Life of Knox. 

1 Spotfw. 149, f Kn. 159. Spot, 149. 

1 Fundamental Charter, p. 6. 


Nay, 
















Nay, the learned Mr. Sage v challenges his Pref- 
byterian Brethren to produce any one Proteftant 
Confeffion of Faith for their fide of the Queftion, 
or to in dance in my one Proteftant Divine, of Note, 
who in thefe Times maintain’d their Side of the 
Controverfy } i. e. who maintain’d the Unlawful- 
tiefs. of Imparity amongft Chriftian Paftors, before 
Theodore Beza did it, if he did it ? And he fhews 
afterwards that he did not, as fome wou’d have it j 
nor did he allow of Separation upon the account 
of it. But as for Mr^alvin, £C The Presbyterians 
££ cannot, fays heyttflthout the greateft Impudence, 
<c pretend that he was of their Principles That 
he did not maintain the Unlawfulnefs of Prelacy, 
as the Scotijh Presbyterians and others have done, 
will appear from his Commentaries, particularly on 
i Cor. xi. z. and from fome Chapters in the begin¬ 
ning of his fourth Book of Injiitutions , from his 
Book of the NeceJJity of Reforming the Churchy from 
his Epiftles to the Protestor of England, 03 . zz. 
15-48. to Cranmer, Archbifhop of Canterbury, and 
to the Bifhop of London , to Ithavius , Bifhop of 
Uladijlavia , and to the King of Poland , &c. 

So that upon the whole matter, ’tis very plain 
that the Paftors of the Church of Scotland, both 
before the Reformation, and for fome time after 
it, were duly ordain’d by thofe whom we call Bi- 
fhops, there being then no fuch thing as Presbyte¬ 
rian Ordination in practice even in Scotland it felfj 
as I {hall make more fully appear in the Sequel of 
this Difcourfe. 

The Reformation was firft attempted, Amo 1 yy8, 
w about ten Years after the Reformation in England. 
And Anno 1 y< 5 o, the Reformation was eftablifti’d, 
x as has been faid before. And it is obfervable that 


v P. 11. Fundamental Charter. 
w Spotfwood, f. 97, 117. * Spotfwood, p. 1 50. 
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Prelacy continu’d uninterrupted in the Church, at 
leaft for if Years after the National Eftablilhment, 
as Calderwood himfelf acknowledges. [See p. 8. of 
this Difcourfe.] And Archbifttop Spotfwood ex- 
preflly mentions the Names of the Bifttops of the 
Sees, not of thole only who met in the Parliament 
in 1 fdo, y but of thofe alfo who prefided in the 
Epifcopal Sees, after the Church became Proteftant, 
and perform’d Divine Offices and Adts of the Mi- 
niftry. And whereas that Right Reverend Author 
fometimes mentions Superintendents alfo, ’tis plain 
that tho’ the Name was different from that ofBi- 
fhop, yet the Power was the fame, as is notorioufly 
confpicuous from his own Words. ££ The Supef- 
££ intendents, fays he, held their Office during Life, 
“ and their Power was Epifcopal > for they did e- 
“ lect, and ordain Minifters, they prefided in Sy- 
<c nods, and directed all Church Cenfures, neither 
u was any Excommunication pronounced without 
“ their Warrant.” And by the Articles agreed unto 
by the Council and Church at Leith, “ 1. It was 
ordered that the Archbifhopricks and Bifhopricks 
<c prefently void, fhould be difponed to the mod 
t£ qualified of the Miniftery. z. That the Spiri- 
“ tual Jurifdiction fhould be exercifed by the Bi- 
<c fhops in their Diocefe. 6 . That the Minifters 
tc fhould receive Ordination from the Bifhop, and 
£C where no Bifhop was yet placed, from the Su- 
££ perintendent of the Bounds.—According to thefe 
££ Conclufions Mr. John Douglas was provided to 
££ the Bifhoprick of St. Andrews, Mr. James Boyd 
£C to the Archbifhoprick of Glafcow, Mr. James 
££ Patton to the Bifhoprick of Dunkeld,mdL Mr. An- 
drew Ghrame to the Bifhoprick of Dumblane " z . 
But in the Year 1 yyy, which is fifteen Years af- 


y Spotfwood, 149. See the Catalogue alf<r„ 
2 Spotf. 258, 260. 
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ter the aforefaid Eftablilhment-gie-Presbyterian 
Spirit began to lhew itfelf. “ Inthe Church this 
« Year, a fays Archbifhop Spotfwood , began the 
« Innovations to break forth, that to this Day have 
« kept it in a continual Unquietnefs. Mr. Andrew 
“ Melvil, who was lately come from Geneva, , &c. 
« a Man learned (chiefly in the Tongues) but 
“ hot, and eager upon any thing he went about, 
<c labouring with a burning Defire to bring into 
te this Church the Presbyterian Difcipline of Ge- 
“ neva-y and having infinuated himfelfinto thefa- 
“ vour of divers Preachers, he flirt’d up John Drury 
u one of the Minillers of Edinburgh, inanAflem- 
cc bly which was then conven’d, to propound a 
tc Queftion touching the Lawfulnefs of the Epif- 
<£ copal Fundtion, and the Authority of Chapters 
“ in their Eleftion. He himfelf, as tho’ he had 
“ n °t been acquainted with the Motion, after he 
“ had commended the Speaker’s Zeal, andfecond- 
“ ed the Purpofe with a very long Difcourfe of 
“ the flouriibing Eftate of the Church of Geneva, 
<£ and the Opinions of Calvin and Theodore Beza 
££ concerning Church-Government, came to af- 
££ firm that none ought to be Office-bearers in the 
££ Church, whole Titles were not found in the 
« Book of God: And for the Title of Bifhops, al- 
££ beit the fame was found in Scripture, yet it was 
££ not to be taken in that Senfe that the common 
££ fort did conceive, there being (as he confident- 
££ ly and falfely laid) no Superiority allow’d by 
££ Chrift amongft Minillers, he being the only 
Loid of his Church, and all the lame Servants 
££ in the fame Degree, and having the like Power. 

££ In the end he faid, that the Corruptions crept in¬ 
to the Eftate of Bifhops were fo great, as unlels 
£t the fame were remov’d, it could not go well 
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« with the Church, nor could Religion be long 
“ preferv’d in Purity Thus far Archbifhop 
Spotfwood. From which PafTage, ’tis I think, ex¬ 
ceeding plain, that Epifcopacy was the Ecclefiafti- 
cal Government at that time in the Church of 
Scotland j for elfe why Ihould Presbyterian Parity 
be fo much contended for, and recommended? 
Why mull the Presbyterian Difcipline of Geneva 
be at all fpoken of, and applauded by Melvil , «A 
« Man hot, and eager upon any thing he went 
£C about ”, if it had been there before? Why did 
he affirm (tho’ falfely, as has been by many made 
appear) that ££ No Superiority was allow’d by 
£t Chrift amongft Minillers”, if there were then 
arv Equality, or a Presbyterian Government ? And 
laftly, Why does Archbifhop Spotfwood call the 
Defign of the Presbyterian Government, and Ex- 
clufion of Epifcopal Authority, an Innovation- but 
becaufe Epifcopacy had always been, and was then, 
the eftablifh’d Government in that Church ? 

,. ® ut to 8 ° on with the Innovation, as Arch- 
bifhop Spotfwood juftly terms it. Since this Dif- 
courfe of Melvil's was applauded by many, ££ Some 
« Brethren (fays my Hiftorian) were fet apart to 
reafon and confer upon the Queftion proponed. 
££ For-the one part, Mr. David Linde fay , Mr. Gear ye 
Hay^ and Mr. John Row, thefe three fuflained the 
Lawfulnefs of Epifcopal Fundtion in the Church 
4C For the other part, Mr. James Lawfon, Mr. John 
£C Craig, and Mr. Andrew Melvil , [the hot, and 
£C eager Innovator] were chufed to impugn the 
feme ”. b And as it follows, p. zy 6 . of Spotfwood's 
Hiltory j there were prefent in the Aflembly feve- 
tal Bilhops and Superintendents, as for inftance, 
t£ The Archbifhop of Glafcow , and the Bifhops 
£C of Dunkeld , Galloway , Brichen , Dumblane and 
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« jn es w ith the Superintendents of Lothian and 
« j n ?us, all of ’em interefted in that Bufinefs ”, 
as it concern’d their Epifcopats, and was a Defign 
to difpoflefs them of their Sees. And fince the 
Presbyterian Party had got a Majority of Voices, 
it was order’d in the next Affembly, w That the 
« Bifhops fhould take themfelves to the Service 
« of fome one Church within their Diocefe, and 
« condefcend upon the particular Flocks, whereof 
« they would accept the Charge”. This Defign 
thus agreed to by a Presbyterian Party in the Af- 
jfembly, was diflik’d by the Regent, and he took 
very ill the Depofition of Mr. James Patton , Bi- 
ihop of Dunkeld, and notwithftanding thefe violent 
and innovating Proceedings, upon the Death or 
Mr. John Douglas , he recommended his Chaplain 
Mr. Patrick Adamfon , to the Chapter of St. An¬ 
drews, to fill that See, who was chofen, notwith¬ 
ftanding he had before refufed “ To fubmit himfelf 
tl to the Trial , and receive the Office with thofe In- 
« junctions the Church [or rather the Presbyterian 
« p a rty in it, which afliim’d that Title] would pre- 
« Prive”. However fanguine the Hopes of the 
Presbyterian Rebels againft their fpiritual Princes 
or Bifhops were, they were fruftrated at that Time, 
and the Conference which the Regent indulged ’em 
upon the Subjed, broke off (fays my Hiftorian) 
by occafion of the Troubles that arofe, p. 277. So 
that the total Extirpation of Epifcopacy, or ac¬ 
cording to the Phrafe, the Root and Branch 

Work, could not then be effected. From all which 
I make this Obfervation, which I doubt not will 
be obvious to every Reader, viz. That the Govern¬ 
ment of the Church was Epifcopal. But as the 
Presbyterian Spirit never flags, but is ever reftiefs 
and projecting, fo it continued to cherifti it felf 
with hopes ofVidtory, which (God knows) IT 
in time obtain’d. In the Year 1 ySo, inanAflem- 
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bly conven’d at Dundee: It was not only concluded 
by the Corahites of that Time, that Epifcopacy was 
unwarrantable and unlawful, and not grounded upon 
the Word of God ; but it was moreover declar’d, 
that the Bilhops fhould for fake their Office , and 
ceafe from preaching ., minijlring the Sacraments , or 
ufing in any fort the Office of a Pajlor , till they fhould 
he admitted of new of the General Affiembly , under 
the Pain of Excommunication c . 

So that by this Conclulion, the Presbyterians 
pretended to delete the Epifcopal Character, and 
to degrade and reduce the Bifhops to the Form of 
Laymen. K And whether (as Archbifhop Spotf- 
u wood very well remarks) the Folly or Iniquity 
“ of this Ordinance was greater, it can hardly be 
“ faid} for granting that the .Office of a Bifhop 
“ had been as they judg’d, unlawful, there was 

c See Spotfwood 3 1 1 , who tells us the Affiembly concluded thus . 
“ That the Office of a Bifhop, as it was then us*d, and com - 
“ monly taken within the Realm, had neither Foundation , 
li Ground, nor Warrant in the Word of God. Thereupon an 
“ Ordinance was made that all Perfons, either call d to the 
“ fame Office, or that jhould be call'd thereto at any time 
“ thereafter, ffiould be charg d to demit and forfake the fame , 
fi as an Office whereunto they are not call d of God ; as alfo 
“ todefftand ceafe from preaching, minijlring the Sacraments, 
“ or ufing in any fort the Office of a Paflor, till they fhould 
“ be admitted of new of the general Affiembly, under the Pain 
iC of Excommunication". In the end of the AEt it was di- 
retted, “ That concerning the Patrimony of the Church pofi- 
<c f e ffi e d by the Bifhops, the next Affiembly fisould reafon and 
“ advife upon the difponing thereof Calderwood, p. 90. of his 
Hifiory fpeaks to the fame purpofe, and often in the very fame 
Words. He adds, that the Bifhops of St. Andrews, Aberdeen 
and Glafcow were order'd to compear, every one where their 
Sees were, but the Bifhop of Murray at Elgine, to give Obe¬ 
dience to the AEl of the Affiembly, or elfe be excommunicated . 
He fays the Bifioop of Dumblane fubmitted. In this fourth 
Sejfion they damn’d the Office of a Bifijop, as it was then ufed, 
and commonly taken ivithin this Reabn, and meant not to 
allow any fort of Bifhop, Anglicane or Romane. 

C no 
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“ no reafon to difcharge them of ufing the mini- 
u fieri al Office till they fhould be received of new 
Great Endeavours were ufed to perfwade the King 
and his Council to approve of their Innovations and 
Decrees, which when they could not prevail with 
him to do, the Miniflers utter’d from the Pulpits 
fcurrilous Invedtives againft the King, and their 
Expreffions were molt impudent and feditious. 
“ They fuggefted to the People that the Govern¬ 
ment defign’d to bring in Popery , and to extirpate 
the Proteflant Religion. An Artifice which the 
Presbyterian Party never fail to make ufe of, to 
calumniate their Betters, and pave a Way for that 
Confufion and Ruin of our Conftitution, which 
they will effect, whenever they have an Opportu¬ 
nity. This is an Engine with which they have al¬ 
ready done a lamentable deal of Mifchief, and may 
do more, if we be not fo prudent as to prevent it. 
However, this Noife of Popery being likely to 
make an ill Impreffion upon the Minds of the Vul¬ 
gar, who are generally carried away by Noife and 
Nonfenfe , it was therefore thought highly expedient 
that the World fhould receive all poffible Satif- 
fadtion, that there was no fuch wicked Defign as 
that of Popery intended. Accordingly His Majefty 
commands John Craig e his Minifter, to compile a 
negative Confeffion in the Form of an Oath, where¬ 
in they expreflly, and without Equivocation , call 
God to voitnefs , that they abjur'd particularly all the 
Corruptions of Rome-, as well in Dodlrine as out¬ 
ward Rites. “ So careful was the King (fays 
“ Sjpotfwood) to have the Church fatisfy’d, and 
“ Rumours of the Court’s Defection from Reli- 
“ gion fuppreffed So that when this Oath was 
taken by the King, (s? c. in Jan. iy8i. thefecond 
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Book of Difcipline was not ratify’d, (for that was 
not ratify’d till the Alfembly met in April, if81.) 
and confequently they could not fwear to the Dif¬ 
cipline of the fecond Book, which was not yet ra¬ 
tify’d. It therefore neceffarily follows, that when 
they fwore to “ Continue in the Doctrine and Dif- 
u cipline of this Kirk ”, they fwore to the Govern¬ 
ment and Difcipline Epifcopal, becaufe at that 
time Epifcopacy flood eftablifhed by Law, and was 
very different from the Romijh Hierarchy: In a 
word, who that fuffers his Reafon to fit above his 
Prejudices, can ever think that the King would 
himfelf abjure, and require others to do the like, 
a Government which was fupported by his Laws ? 

But notwithflanding all the Care taken by the 
King, to fupprefs all Jealoufies of a Relapfe into 
Superftition and Idolatry, notwithflanding his 
earneft Endeavours to confirm and fettle the Re¬ 
form’d Epifcopal Church, and preferve it from 
Presbyterian Innovation, the Presbyterian Leaven 
Fill fermented in the Hearts of the Melvilians , and 
as appears from the Inftances mentioned in the 
Margin f , thefe Novelifts gave no fmall Diftur- 
bance to the Government. Rumours were again 
induftrioufly difpers’d that the King was declined 
to Popery, had made feveral Adis to hinder the free 
Paffage of the Gofpel, and abolifh all Order and 
Policy in the Church. What thofe Adis were, 
which were fo highly offenfive to the fqueamifh 

f See Mr. Walter Balcanquel’; reproachful Speeches in aSer - 
mon, and his Anfwer when queftioned; Spotfvvood 317. 
Mr. Robert Pont’* Protection : Mr. Andrew Melvil’j An - 
fiver, and the Proceeding of a rebellious AJfembly againfi Bifhop 
Montgomery, when the King had commanded them to defift, 
p. 318, 319, &c. And Complaint of Grievances, p. 32.7. Mel- 
vil forc'd to fly into England, p. 330. Several Prejbyterian 
Miniflers fled, zuho were fharg d as Rebels and Accomplices in 
the GoWry-Con (piracy, p. 333. The King charg'd with Po¬ 
pery, ibid. Pamphlets were written againft the Court, p. 334. 
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Stomachs of thefe Reforming Aerians , is eafy to be 
obferv’d from the beft and moft authentick Hifto- 
ry. For the Treachers of the Presbyterian Faction 
having fcandaloufly abus’d the King’s Perfon, and 
vilify’d his Authority, and infhort done every thing 
that could by any means fhake his Government, 
and alienate his People’s Affections from him j it 
was found abfolutely neceflary to check the Fana- 
tick Fury of thefe Pretenders to Reformation. And 
accordingly feveral Abts or Statutes were made in 
this Year i f 84, in favour of the ancient Church* 
Government j the s Presbyterian Mock-Govern¬ 
ment was pull’d down, feveral feditious Preachers 
and Trumpeters of Rebellion were filenc’d; fome 
were imprilon’d, and others (to fave their Heads 
out of the Halter, which by their Rebellion they 
had very well deferv’d) were forc’d to leave Scot¬ 
land : Their General and Special Aflemblies of the 
Presbyteries were prohibited > Books, Pamphlets 
and Poems fluff’d with Treafon, were burnt, and 
Epifcopal Authority was reftor’d. Hereupon Mr. 
Robert Pont protefteth againft thofe Adis, alledging 
that They, theMinifters of the Presbyterian Kirk, 
Were not oblig’d to give their Obedience to thefe 
Acts j and then fleeing , was denounced a Rebel. 
This Proteftation, and feveral fcandalous Rumours 
of Popery, gave occafion to a Declaration, in 
which, among other Reafons there mentioned, 
this is one the King gives why thofe Acts were 
made, viz. (i Becaufe a Number of Minifters 
“ and Gentlemen had ufurped the Ecclefiaftical 
“ Jurifdidtion ”. And now that the Ecclefiaftical 
Jurifdiction, which was fo ufurped, was truly E- 
pifcopal, 1 think is abundantly evident, not only 
from the whole Hiflory of thofe Times, but even 
from the Letter h which the Minifters of the Ge- 


g Camb. Eliz. p. 361, 1584. Spotfw. 333. 
h See the Letter , Spotfw. 334. 
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neva- Model fent, after they had left their People, 

In that, they particularly complain of thefe Adis, 

“ As repugnant to the Word of God, and Dobtrines 
“ by them preached; they call the Bifhops, Grofs 
“ Libertines , Belly Gods and Infamous , and the 
“ Regiment of Bifhops, Tyrannical ” j and are not 
a little angry with the Articles which were pre- 
fented to fome Minifters for fubmitting themfelves 
to the Tyrannical Regiment of Bifhops 5 nay, they 
acknowledge that a Charge was given to the Pro- 
voft and Bayliffs of Edinburgh , to take and appre¬ 
hend thofe that fhould “ Convene to the Elder- 
a fhip, and thofe that fhould in Sermon utter any 
“ thing againft the Act ” j i. e. in a word, "Thofe 
that fhould refufe to fubmit to Epifcopal Authority, 
or fhould afperfe it , and thofe A£ts which enforced 
Submiffion to it. They declare that they cc Could 
u not go from their good Courfe ”, as they falfely 
call’d Presbyterian Government •, from all which 
’tis plain that Prelacy was again eftabliftied and 
fettled by thofe Afts. But this appears yet plainer 
from that Subfcription which the Minifters were 
daily all that Summer, 15*84, called to make be¬ 
fore the Council, u To certain Articles which 
u concerned their Obedience to the Rilhops ”: And 
here ’tis obfervable, that thofe u Who refufed, 
u had their Stipends 1 fequeftrated But that 
the Minifters might have no reafon to complain of 
Force, the King order’d the Principal of them to 
propofe their Reafons of Refufal in writing, that 
he might confider the lame, and fatisfy their Doubts * 
for as he himfelf faid, cc All his Defire was to have 
“ the Church peaceably governed y and a decent Policy 
^ eftablifhed But if there be occafion for far¬ 
ther Evidence in fo clear a Cafe as this is, I would 
obferve that when the A£t was paft on the laft of 
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July'-, i f 8f, which allows King JamesVl. to make 
a League with Queen Elizabeth , for the Defence 
of the Proteftant Religion againft the Confedera¬ 
cies of the Papifts ; there were in that Convention 
of the Eftates, k the Archbifhop of St. Andrews, 
and Glafcow , and the Bifhop of Dunkeld , &c. of the 
Spiritual Eftate. That Epifcopacy was the Eccle- 
fiaftical Government of the Church in Scotland is 
manifeft beyond Difpute, from the Words of 
Mr. John Spotfwood •, who was Superintendent of 
Lothian , and died December y, x y8 f, in the 76th 
Year of his Age. Now when in his laft Days, he 
faw theMinifters takefuch Liberty as they did, and 
heard of theDiforders raifedin the Church through 
that Confused Parity which Men laboured to 
introduce, as likewife the Irritations the King re¬ 
ceived by a fort of foolifh Preachers, i. e. thofe of 
the Presbyterian Stamp and Principle: “ He la- 
“ mented extreamly the Cafe of the Church to 
u thofe who came to vifit him (who were not a 
“ few, and of the better fort) he continually fore- 
<c told that the Minifters by their Follies would 
“ bring Religion in hazard, and as he fear’d, pro- 
“ volte the King to forfake the Truth ; therefore 
<c wifhed fome to be placed in Authority over 
“ them to keep them in awe; for the Doctrine, 
i( faid he, we profefs, is good, but the old Policy 
“ [f- e. Epifcopal Government] is undoubtedly 
<c the better: God is my Witnefs, I lie not ”. 
What this wife Man juftly- feared, did afterwards 
in part come to pafs; for Mr. Andrew Melvil be¬ 
fore fpoken of, the Beginner of thefe Difturbances 
in the Cjiurcb, was pleafed to call a Number of 
Barons, Gentlemen and Minifters together in Aprils 
If 86, and this Rout he thought fit to ftyle a Synod; 
the Defign of which principally was to be revenged 
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of the Bifhop of St. Andrews^ who wasfuppofed to 
have devifed thofe A£ts made in the Parliament, i f 84, 
and to have perm'd the Declaration * both which 
were fo much in Favour of Epifcopacy, and de- 
ftrudtive of the Presbyterian Model, as has been 
before mentioned. ’Tis true, the Bifhop appeared 
according to his Citation, but protejled againft the 
Judicatory. He affirm’d that the Bifhops reprefent - 
ed in part the Eftate of the Church, which was 
ever reputed the fir ft Eftate of the Realm fince 
the Kingdom became Chriftian 5 and as to that they 
were pleafed to fay, with regard to Epifcopal Ju- 
rifdidtion, that it was by thofe A6ts ratifyed as in 
Time of Popery^ he added ( m u That for the Epif- 
a copal Power there was enough to be faid, if the 
u Time were fitting But if they had nothing 
farther to fay, he would leave them 5 and fo ap¬ 
pealing to hisMajefty, the Council, and the three 
Eftates of the Realm (of which Eftates the Bifhops 
by the way were one) or to any other lawful Aflem- 
bly (for that was really none) convened by hisMa¬ 
jefty, he departed. Andtho’ this pretended Synod 
was inclinable enough to cenfure the Bifhop, yet 
none of them durft prefume to exercife that Power, 
except one n Andrew Hunter^ a mere Layman, and 
Servant to Melvil , who defir’d ’em to ftay, telling 
’em that he was moved by the Spirit to excommu¬ 
nicate the Bifhop 5 and accordingly in the Prefence 
of a few Witnefles he read the Sentence of Excom¬ 
munication. After this, the Presbyterian Party 
grew very fierce and violent, and were refolved to 
cenfure thofe Minifters, who had by their Sub- 
feriptions alio wed the A£ts made in Parliament, 1^84, 
But the Number of the Subfcribers or Friends of 
Epifcopacy was fo great^ that the wifer fort did not 
think it prudent, for fear of a Schifm, to urge 
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that Matter ftridtly. However they were pleafed 
to condemn and aifapprove what fome Minifters 
had done with refpefr to their admitting of Bi- 
{hops, and allowing them to have the chief Rule 
in Ecclefiaftical Affairs •, and after a long Difpute 
concluded with this falfe Pofition, ° That a Bijhop 
was a P aft or as other ordinary Paftors are , &c. and 
ordered, That his Life and Doctrine fhould be tri¬ 
ed by a Presbytery or Synod, which Conclufton was 
protefted againft by the King’s Commiflioners; and 
it was by them declared, that fince “ The Affem- 
a bly had gone from the Articles, nothing either 
“ then or at the prefent concluded, fhould ftand 
“ in force And farther, it is obfervable, that 
the King himfelf was very highly difpleafed at 
thefe Ufurpations of the Noveliftsj and when the 
Secretary, who then fupply’d the Place of Chan¬ 
cellor, told him that the Minifters were fo refradta- 
ry and unwilling to be ruled, that therefore he 
thought it more advifeable to let ’em alone to ruin 
themfelvesby their ownMadnefsP, adding, “That 
“ in a fhort time they would become fo intolerable, 
“ that the People would chafe ’em out of the Coun- 
“ trey” : The King reply’d, “ True, if I were 
“ purpofed to undo the Church and Religion, I 
“ fhould think your Counfel not ill , but my Mind 
“ is to maintain both j therefore can I not fuffer 
“ ’em to run into thefe Diforders that will make 
“ Religion to be defpifed 

After this, we hear little of thefe Murmurers a- 

f ainft the Hierarchy, till that unfortunate Bufinefs 
appen’d of Mary Queen of Scots , Who being un¬ 
der the Sentence of Condemnation, the King her 
Son commanded all Minifters to remember Her in 
their Prayers, after this mofi Chrifiian and Lawful 
Form, viz. i “ That it might pleafe God to illu- 
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to minate Her with the Light of his Truth, and 
“ fave her from the apparent Danger wherein fhe 
“ was call; This Petition, however reafonable, 
charitable and pious, the Minifters refus’d to put 
up for her, except Mr. David Linde fay at Leith , 
and the King’s own Chaplains. Whereupon the 
King appointed a Day, viz. Feb. 5. 1 y86. for fo- 
lemn Prayers for his Mother at Edinburgh , where 
(fuch was the unparallel’d Impudence of the Pref- 
byterian Fadtion) a raw young Novice, Mr. John 
Cowpar , was excited by the Minifters, though he 
was not in Function, to take Pofl'eflion of the Pul¬ 
pit before the Bifhop of St. Andrews came, who 
was appointed to officiate on thatfolemnOccafion. 
This I mention, to fliew only that Epifcopacy was 
then in being, notwithftanding the great Efforts 
of the Sticklers for a Parity to extirpate it. Anno 
if 86, by many fharn Pretences, an Adt of Parlia¬ 
ment was obtain’d to alienate the “Temporality 
“ of Benefices”, and annex it to the Crown, and 
to difpofe the Presbyterian Fadtion to farther this 
gracious Defign, (which indeed was linneceflary, 
confidering their natural Inclination to Mifchief) 
it was whifper’d to fuch of the Miniftry as fought 
the Subverfion of Epifcopacy ■, That this was the 
only way to undo the Prelacy , for there being no Liv¬ 
ings to maintain them [i. e. BiJhops~\ none would be 
found to accept thofe Places 3 which, fays my Hi- 
ftorian, prov’d alfo true. And the King himfelf 
was fo veryfenfible of the Mifchief which Epifco¬ 
pacy fuftain’d by this very Adt, that he repented it 
fo long as he liv’d: And although by reafon of the 
Prevalency of the Fadtion, and the fad Circum fian¬ 
ces he was under, as the Hiftory of thofe Times 
informs us, he was even forc’d, contrary to his na¬ 
tural Inclination, to give his Affent to that Adt, 
and to continue it, whilft his Affairs were fo per¬ 
plex’d and intricate yet he repented it. “ He 

“ did 
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“ did fore forethmk (lays Spotjwood) the paifing 
« of that Aft, calling it a vile Jtl And had it 
pleas’d the Divine Providence, that he had extri¬ 
cated himfelf out of thofe Troubles wherein he 
was embarais’d, ’tis plain from his own Words in 
his Book he wrote, particularly for the Ufe of his 
Son, (viz. Aw£ov BatinAiJMv) that he wou’d, if pof- 
fible, have got a Repeal of that vile Aft. How¬ 
ever, if he could not do it, he recommended it to 
his Son to annul it. But that I may at once give 
a full Satisfaction to my Reader, and prevent the 
wretched Cavils of the Enemies of Epifcopacy, 1 
will here faithfully fet down the very Words of that 
Royal Writer, from which a farther Teftimony 
will be collected, that Epifcopacy was the ancient 
Government in Scotland , and that Presbyterian Pa¬ 
rity was an Innovation , and Ufurpation upon it, and 
was begun and carry’d on by fome FaCtious Schifma- 
tical Minifters, and hot-headed Zealots in the Scot- 
tijh Church. 

“ Some fiery fpirited Men in the Miniftry, got 
“ fuch a guiding of the People at that time of Con- 
<c fufion, as finding the Guft of Government fweet, 

<c they bequoth <1 to fancy to themfelves a demo- 
<( cratick Form of Government— And fo in a po- 
u pular Government, by leading the People by the 
“ N ofe, to bear the Sway of all the Rule—And be- 
“ caufe the r learned, grave and honeft Men of the 
“ Miniftry, were ever aihamed with their Teme- 
“ rityand Prefumption, preffing by all good Means 
“ by their Authority and Example, to reduce them 
<c to a greater Moderation j there could be no 
<c way found out fo meet in their Conceit, that 
cc were turbulent Spirits among them, for main- 
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« taining their Plots, as Parity in the Church j 
tc whereby the Ignorants were embolden’d, as 
« Bairds, to cry the learned, godly, and modeft 
« out of it: Parity the Mother of Confufion Y 
« and Enemy to Unity, which is the Mother 
« of Order: For if by the Example thereof once 
“ eftablifhed in the ecclefiaftical Government, the 
« politick and civil Eftate lhould be drawn to the 
“ like, the great Confufion that thereupon wou’d 
“ arife, may eafily be difcerned. 

<c Take heed (my Son) to fuch Puritans , very 
“ Pefts in the Church and Commonweale •, whom 
cc no Deferts can oblige, neither Oaths or Promi- 
tc fes bind, breathing nothing but Sedition and Ca- 
“ lumnies j afpiring without Meafure, railing with- 
“ out Reafon, and making their own Imaginati- 
cc ons (without any Warrant of the Word) the 
“ Square of their Confcience. I proteft before 
“ the great God, and fince I am here as upon my 
“ Teftament, it is no Place for me to lie in, that 
“ ye ihall never find with any Highland or Bor- 
“ der-Thieves, greater Ingratitude, and more Lies 
tc and vile Perjuries, than with thefe fanatick Spi- 
“ rits : And fuffer not the Principals of them to 
“ brook your Land, if ye like to fit at reft > ex- 
“ cept ye would keep them for trying your Pati- 
u ence, as Socrates did an evil Wife. And for the 
a Prefervative againft their Poifon, entertain and 
« advance the godly, learned, and modeft Men of 
f c the Miniftry, whom of (God be praifed) there 
« lacketh not a Sufficient Number 5 and by 
“ their Provifion to Biihopricks and Benefices 
“ (annulling that vile Aft of Annexation, if ye find 
“ it not done to your Hand) ye ihall not only ba- 
w niih their Conceited Parity, whereof I have 
tc fpoken, and their other imaginary Grounds} 
“ which can neither ftand with the Order of the 
‘‘ Church, nor the Peace of a Commonweale, and 
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“ ruled f Monarchy } but ye fhall alfo re-eflahlirt, 
“ the old Inflation of three Eftates in Parlig 
« ment, which can no otherwife be done B.,r 
“ in this I hope (if God fpare me Days) to make 
“ you a fair Entry: Always where I leave, follow 

« It nJ St k PS t) n And to end m y Advice anent 
the Church-Eftate, Cherifh no Man more than 

j a good Paftor, hate no Man more than a proud 
<c Puilta fo &c. As well as ye reprefs the vain P u . 
ritan, fo not to fuffer proud papal Bilbops 1 
So that from thefe Words only it is very evi¬ 
dent, that Presbyterian Parity was an Up liar t In¬ 
novation, and diredlly contrary to the ellablilhed 
Government of the Church. 

But to return to my Hiflory of the Encroach- 
ments of Presbytery. After the aforefaid fatal 
Act, the Presbyterian Party gain’d Ground apace, 
and grew every Day more and more arbitrary 
and tyrannical in the Aflemblies. In the Year 
if^P* they cenfur’d and, depriv’d the ^Bifhop of 
bt Andrews } and to render him “the more hate¬ 
ful and contemptible”, they order’d the Sentence 
to be publifh’d in all the Churches of the King¬ 
dom”} and for no other Fault, but becaufe he had, 
at ™ e Command of the King himfelf, celebrated 
the Marriage of the King’s Coufin, the Duke of 
Lenox his Sifter, to the Earl of Huntley. And when 
in the Year iypo, the Coronation of King James's 
Queen was to be folemniz’d, the Ceremony of 
Unction was ftrenuoufly oppos’d and decry’d by 
leveral of the Presbyterian Minifters, and particu¬ 
larly by x Mr. John Davifon an cc idle, turbulent 
Man, who had gain’d fome Credit with certain 
“ People, that would be thought more holy 

and zealous than other”. And in this ridiculous 
Opposi tion he was fupported and encouraged by 

f A good. Caveat to alt Princes, * See B curtXtw A^v, 
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the hot and eager Mr. Melvil beforementioned* 
But when the King grew Stiff and refolute, and 
peremptorily infilled upon it, telling ’em that if 
they wou’d not ufe the Ceremony of Undtion, he 
wou’d y prorogue the Coronation, and flay till one 
of the Bifhops came, who wou’d not refufe : Then 
it was allow’d by the tender confcienc’d Mr. Mel- 
ml and his Brethren, that the Ceremony fhould be 
us’d, rather than a Bifhop fhould be employ’d on 
that Occafion. Rifum teneatis ? 

Now they concluded themfelves to have got fb 
fure a footing, that in this Year they order’d Mr. 
Patrick Galloway to prefent in their Name, a Peti¬ 
tion to the King, that their “ Jurifdidlion might 
be ellablilhed”, and all Adis made contrary to 
Presbytery , might be “abolifhed”. Anno if92, 
the Presbyterian Party oblig’d Mr. Patrick Adam- 
fon , to fubfcribe certain Articles, “ allowing the 
<c Presbyterial Difcipline, and condemning the Go- 
<c vernment Epifcopal”} which Articles fo fub- 
fcrib’d, were afterwards printed and publifh’d in 
his Name, under the Title of Mr. Patrick Adam- 
fori’s Recantation. But that I may not tranfmit this 
Bifhop to Poflerity under fo foul an Imputation, I 
will here obferve (what indeed in Juflice might be 
expedted from me) that there are feveral Cir- 
cumflances, which if they do not wholly clear 
him from Guilt, do however very much extenuate 
his Crime. Archbifhop Spot [wood tells us, p. 38 f. 
that the Presbyterians, hearing that he was very ill 
and bedrid, and under great Neceffity, fent fome of 
their Brethren after an infidious manner, to get his 
Hand in Teflimony to their new Difcipline. He 
told them, he did not trouble himfelf with fuch 
Thoughts at that time, and had never allow’d of 
any other Bifhop in the Church, but St. Paul's 
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Bifiop, ‘which he would willingly fet his Hand to. 
The Hiftorian beforementioned fays, it was uncer¬ 
tain whether he knew what was contained in the 
Articles they offer’d him to fubfcribe; but that he 
never intended, by what he had faid, to renounce 
Epifcopacy and acknowledge Presbyterian Parity, 
is, I think, abundantly evident from this very Con- 
fideration; for “ when it was told him (fays Spotf- 
“ wood) that fuch a Recantation was publifh’d in 
“ his Name, he complain’d heavily of the Wrong 
u that was done him, and committing his Caule 
<e to God,ended his Days in the End of this Year 
Let the Reader by the way obferve, that this is one 
Inftance among a thoufand others, of the very unfair 
PraCtice of the Presbyterian Zealots. But to pro¬ 
ceed. In this fame Year iypi, there happen’d a 
moft notorious Schifm in the Presbytery of St. 
Andrews , about the placing of Miniffers, which 
was look’d upon to be ominous; and that the 
Government which in the Beginning did thus 
break out into Schifms, cou’d not long continue. 
And this every Man noted, z That Of All Men, 
None Cou’d Endure Parity, And Loved 
More To Command, Than They Who Had 
IntroducM It Into The Church. 

In the next Year, viz. iypz, The Presbyterians 
having clos’d up the Schifm before fpoken of, and 
fuppofing that Matters were now brought to fuch 
a Maturity, and their Party fo much ftrengthen’d 
that an Eltablifhment might be obtain’d, they pre- 
fented a Petition for this Purpofe to the Parliament 
which met in June ; wherein, among other things, 
it was requefted, that the A£ts of Parliament made 
in if 84, beforemendoned, in behalf of Epifcopacy, 
and againft the Enchroachments of Presbyterian 
Difcipline, might be “ a abrogated and annulled, 


z Spotfw. 3 8 < 5 . 


a Spotfw. 388. 


* c and 


/t nT ntir Tin Tr’rT \ Vt •'* •»- 

VP JL J\UL/ AJHIUOnnil. 2 

« and a Ratification granted of the Difcipline 
“ whereof they were then inPra£tice”. This Pe¬ 
tition was long debated, and the King forefeeing 
the Inconveniences of it, was extremely unwilling 
to grant it, but was at laffc forc’d to do it, upon 
the account of Bothwell 's Bufinefs, and other Dif- 
contents in the Kingdom: But it ought to be re¬ 
mark’d, that tho’ the A£t, upon the faid Neceflity, 
was pafs’d, yet it pafs’d “ in the moft wary Terms 
“ thatcou’d be devifed”. So that here we may lay 
our Finger, that Presbytery was eftablifh’d but up¬ 
on mere Force (on the fcore of fad Diffractions 
and Confufions then in Scotland) and with, the 
greateft ReluCtancy imaginable. The Presbyte¬ 
rians having thus procur’d their upftart Govern¬ 
ment to be eftablifh’d by Law, it appears by his 
Majefty’s Articles which he fent to the AfTembly 
at Dundee , which met m April ifP3, that they 
grew exceeding turbulent and feditious; infomuch 
that by the i d of thofe Articles, he defires the 
AfTembly b “ to make an A6t inhibiting Minifters 
tc to declaim in Pulpit againft the Proceeding of 
“ his Majefty and Council, under Pain of Depriva- 
“ tion ”. But what the AfTembly did in that Par¬ 
ticular, was fo flight and unfatisfa&ory, that he 
look’d upon it “To be no Reftraint, but rather to 
“ minifter an Excufe to the unruly Sort when they 
“ tranfgrefs’d, than otherwife ”. In fhort, this 
AfTembly prefum’d to meddle in State Affairs, (pro¬ 
perly fo call’d) to give Rules and Directions about 
Traffick and Merchandize,, and to interfere with 
the Bufinefs of the Civil Magiftrate; fo that it 
was a Saying at Court, “ That Rafcals and c Sow- 
“ tars could obtain at the Minifters Hands what 
“ the King could not in Matters morereafonable ”. 
When his Majefty complain’d to the AfTembly of 
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feveral irreverent and treafonable Speeches utter’d 
from the Pulpit, and particularly by one JohnRofj' e 
little or no Notice was taken of it* he was only 
llightly admonifh’d to be more difcreet for the fu¬ 
ture, that there might be no farther Complaint. 
So far were thefe pious, godly Minifters from be¬ 
ing loyal and obedient Subjects (after all the Kind- 
nefs the King had Ihew’d ’em) that they encourag’d 
the People not only privately, but publickly and 
openly in their Sermons, to join with them, and 
to favour and affift Bothwell in his Rebellion; nay, 
they actually fent one d Mr. Andrew Hunter to at¬ 
tend Bothwell as his Chaplain. Nor did their Fol¬ 
ly and Madnefs fubfift here, as my Hiltorian ex- 
prefles it, but they gave the Money, which had 
been collected for the Supply of Geneva , then in 
Diftrefs, to Robert Melvil , and George Strongs two 
Captains, to buy Soldiers with againft the King. 
And though the King afterwards complain’d of the 
laid Hunter to the Aflembly, for having brought a 
Scandal upon their Profeffion, by being an open 
Traytor to a Chriftian King of their own Reli¬ 
gion, and their natural Sovereign, for which noto¬ 
rious Crime he defir’d he might be excommuni¬ 
cated ■, yet all his Majefty could obtain, was, that 
he Ihould be e “ Depos’d from the Miniftry, as a 
Defertor of his Flock, and one fufpebled to have 
“ join’d himfelf with the King’s Rebels”. That his 
Majefty did not in the leaft make his Condition 
better, by eftablilhing Presbytery, is eafy to be ob- 
ferv’d from the whole Series of the Hiftory of 
thofe Times, but as it does not immediately relate 
to the prefent Argument, Ilhall therefore wave it, 
and refer the Reader, for particular Satisfaction, to 
a late Pamphlet call’d, Hoe Rife and Growth of Fa* 
naticifm: Price 6d. where he will have a View of 
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the Principles, Plots, and pernicious Prac¬ 
tices of the Presbyterians for upwards of 1 fo 
Years. In the mean time that the cafe of f Mr. 
David Blake , which I mention’d in my Invalidity 
of Lay-baptifm, was fo notorioufly a flying in the 
Face of Authority, and fuch an open Contempt of 
it, as ’tis hardly to be parallel’d; and what is ftill 
an higher Aggravation, the Proceedings againft him 
were reprefented to affeCt the whole Miniftry $ fc» 
that Blake's Caufe was labour’d to be made the 
Caufe of the Kirk, and as fuch it was fupported, 
and encourag’d, and argu’d for, againft the Go¬ 
vernment. The Pulpits rang with bitter Invec¬ 
tives againft the King’s Proclamations, s and the 
People were ftirred up to Mutiny and Sedition. 
Some cried out to Arms, others to bring out Hu¬ 
man j (for whilft the Lords were with the King, 
Mr. Michael Cranflone , Minifter of Cramond had 
been reading to the People that Story) others cried, 
(i The Sword of the Lord) and of Gideon" > leveral 
rulh’d into the Prefence Chamber, and had not the 
King left the Room, and retir’d to another place, 
it was verily believ’d that He, and his Minifteis 
of State had been murder’d. After this Difappoint- 
ment the FaCtion met, the Minifters continu d to 
rail againft the King, and particularly one Mr. John 
Welfh) told the People from the Pulpit, tC That 
the King was pofleis’d with the Devil, and one 
« Devil being put out, feven worfe were entred in 
« Place : and that the SubjeCls might lawfully 
« rife, and take the Sword out of his hand. ” And 
thofe that took up Arms, were juftified for fo do¬ 
ing by fome Minifters, who, in a Letter to my Lord 
Hamilton , affirm’d that they were animated by the, 
•word , and motion of God's Spirit , to go to Arms 5 


f Set the Charge, and Proceedings at large. Spot, p yso, to 
418, 2 Spotfwqod, p. 4 2 4? 4 2 9> 43 1 - * 
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and farther in the fame Letter they defire his 
Lordfhip to come to Edinburgh , and ihew his Af¬ 
fection to th c good Caufe , and to accept the Ho¬ 
nour they offer’d him, of being their Head 
“ for that they wanted a Head, and fpecial Noble- 
“ men to countenance the Matter. ” 

Thus did the Presbyterian Party in thefe, and 
many more Inftances behave themfelves with an 
amazing Infolence and Difloyalty towards then- 
lawful Sovereign. But as the divine Providence 
extra&s Good from Evil, i. e. as He makes that 
which is defign’d for Mifchiefturn to our Advan¬ 
tage j fo the Faflion and Rebellion of thefe Sin¬ 
ners againft their own Souls j of thefe Corahites 
and Ufurpers upon Epifcopacy, produc’d this good 
efteft, as to make the King repent of that Act of 
Eftablifhment, and entertain thoughts of reftoring 
the Ancient, and only true Government of the 
Church by Biihops. h « He long’d to fee a de- 
“ Gent ° ld er eftabliih’d in the Church, fuch as 
“ a g reed with the Word of God, the allowable 
“ Cuftom of the Primitive Times, and the Laws 
or the Countrey. ” And for this He thought 
no Time fo proper as when the Ailembly met at 
Perth , Anno if96. Accordingly He propos’d 
f f -Articles by way of Queftion, which manifeftly 
condemn’d the Abufes which were crept into the 
Presbyterian Difcipline s and of this the Sticklers 
for this Difcipline were fo fenfible, that it was a 
very great Concern to them, that that Difcipline 
ihould be difputed, which they had always de¬ 
clar’d « was a Part of the Gofpel; ” fo that it was 
relolv d upon at their many private Conferences on 
this occafion* that by all means a Difpute upon that 
Subject mull be prevented. But notwithftanding 


h Spotfwood, p, 43 j. 
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the Oppofition made by Ibrne of the Presbyterian 
Zealots, the King prevail’d for a Determination of 
feveral of thofe Articles, as appears by the fequel 
of the Scottijb Hiftory. 

They were extremely afraid of letting the Mat¬ 
ter come to the Teft, left the Truth Ihould be dis¬ 
cover’d. Truth is never alham’d of coming to the 
Light, but Error always is j they had reafon e- 
nough to fupebt, that Scripture and Antiquity were 
both againft them, and if they reflected upon the 
original of their Novel Scheme, they cou’d not 
poffibly trace it higher than John Melvil , who had 
brought it over as a Rarity under his Cloak from 
Geneva. 

A Reformation was made among the 1 Fa&ious 
Minifters, and thofe who were more peaceable 
Were plac’d in their room. Then in the Year 
i fp8. He was very earneft that the Clergy Ihould 
be admitted to fit in Parliament, as being one of 
the Eftates of the Kingdom, and accordingly an 
A6t was pais’d, k K That fuch Minifters as* His 
“ Majefty fhould pleafe to provide to the Place, 
w Title and Dignity of a Bifhop, Abbot, or other 
w Prelate, at any time ihould have Voice in Par- 
K liament, as freely as any other Ecclefiaftical Per- 
<c fon had at any time by-paft ; and that the Bi- 
“ ihopricks, then in His Majefty’s Hands, or 
<c which ihould happen to fall void thereafter, 

“ ihould be only difpofed to adtual Preachers and 
“ Minifters in the Church. ” The Ailembly 
which met afterwards in March , at Dundee, ap¬ 
prov’d of this Defign, and it was agreed, that 
there ihould be y i Perfons to fit in Parliament, as 
there had been in times of Popery. But here it 


i Spotfw. p. 448, *0454. k Calderwood owns, p.42.6, 
that Anno 1598, there were AJfertors of Epifcopacy , who 
urg'd the Necejfiry of Impofition of Hands by Btjhops only. 
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is not to be diflembled, (nor am I concern’d to do 
it,) that there were afterwards feveral Cautions 
made, left the new Bifhops fhould afliime too 
great a Power; which Caveats for preventing Cor¬ 
ruption, (for that was the name) the King for the 
prefent admitted, till a more favourable opportu¬ 
nity fhould offer it felf. For as Archbifhop Spot/, 
wood expreflly tells us, p. 4f 4. “ It was neither 

“ the King’s Intention, nor the Minds of the wi- 
“ ler fort to have thefe Cautions ftand in force, 
“ but to have matters peaceably ended, and the 
“ Reformation of the Policy made without Noife. 
4C The King gave way to thele Conceits, knowing 
“ that with ume the Utility of the Government 
<c which he purpofed to have eftablilhed, would 
“ appear j and trailing, that they whom he fhould 
“ place in thefe rooms, would, by their Care for 
<c the Church, and their wife and good Eehavi- 
“ our, purchafe to themfelves the Authority 
“ which appertained. ” (That is) in one word, 
He and the Friends of Epifcopacy doubted not, 
but after this Point was gained, the ancient Epif- 
copal Government would be in time reftored, and 
therefore he allowed their Caveats till he could be 
able to refcind them, as he aftually did, not long 
after. And fo the Conclufions taken at Falkland 
1 in July, ifp8, were ratified, and the bufinels 
of the Bifhop’s Voice in Parliament was determi¬ 
ned in an Aflembly where the King was prefent, 
a.t Montroffe the z8 th of March , 1600; and pur- 
fuant to the Agreement, feveral Perfons were no¬ 
minated to the Bifhopricks then vacant; but to 
thofe of Aberdeen and Glafcow there were none pre- 
fented, and the Reafon was, becaufe thofe Sees 

1 Spotfw. p. 457, 458. Calderwood owns, p. 441. that in 
this Tear, 1600, by the Agreement at Montroffe, Epifcopacy 
votes brought in cover d with Caveats. 
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■were then filled with their own Incumbents, both 
aftual Preachers j i. e. they were true Bifhops, as 
I conceive, and not Laymen , or Titulars only, as 
thofe were who had got Pofieffion of the Re¬ 
venues of fome Bifhopricks, upon the Abolition 
of Epifcopacy. Among thofe who were prefented 
to the vacant Sees, Mr. David Lindefay was pre¬ 
fented to Rojfe , and Mr. George Gladjlaves to Cath- 
nefs ; both which continued to ferve their former 
Cure of Leith and St. Andrews ; having not for 
the prefent a convenience ofR.efidence in their 
refpeftive Diocefes m . 

Befides this Aft for the Advantage of Epifcopacy, 
there were feveral other good Acts concluded, 
which Archbifhop Spotfwood does not give us any 
particular account of, but refers us to the Book of 
Records, whether the Perfons which by the Aft 
aforefaid were collated to the vacant Bifhopricks, 
were confecrated to the Office of a Bifhop, by 
true Bifhops, as ours in England are, and as Bifhops 
in Scotland before were. The Hiftorian does not 
that I can find, inform us ; nor is it, I think, ve¬ 
ry material to the bufinefs now under Confidera- 
tion, whether they were confecrated by Bifhops 
or no; for if it can be proved, that there were ei¬ 
ther true Presbyters, or Deacons Epifcopally or¬ 
dained to adminifter the Sacrament of Baptifm, 
it is certainly fufficient to the prefent purpofe. But 
yet I. cannot but obferve, that there are fome par¬ 
ticular paffiiges in Spotfwood , which feem plainly 
to intimate that thofe Bifhops were confecrated, 
as our Englifh Bifhops are, after their Eleftion. 
For it is to be noted, that before the matter came 
under debate in the Convention, Mr. Drury Mi- 
nifter of Montroffe , a Man of an extraordinary 
good Charafter (as may be feen at large in Spotf- 
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wood) being upon his Death-bed, told feveral Mi 
nifters, that he earneftly wilh’d to have lived un' 
to the meeting of the Aflembly, that he mi S ^ 
have declared his Mind touching the Matters then 
m hand} but fince he could not live till then he 
entreated his Brethren whom he had defired to 
vxfit him, « To tell the Aflembly as from him 
that there was a Necefllty of reftoring the an¬ 
cient Government of the Church [id eft, bv 
true Bxlhops as it was before and for many years 
after the Reformation ] « becaufe of the Unruli- 
“ of y ou ng Minifters that could not be advi- 
4 feu by the elder fort, nor kept in Order; and 
fince both the Eftate of the Church did re- 
* fl u,re it 5 and the King did labour to have the 
c fame revived, he wifh’d ’em to make no Trou- 
ble therefore, and to infill only with the King 
that the bell Minifters and of the greateft Ex- 
“ perience might be preferred to Places. ” And 
this advice, as the Hillorian obferves, was (C well 
“ receiv’d by the greateft part of the Affembly*” 
fo that fince the Majority concurred with the 
King’s Requell, is it not a probable Inference or 
Deduftion that trueEpifcopacy was reftored ? n Be- 
fides, about five Years after this, fome Minifters 
who ftill liked a Licentious Presbyterian Govern- 
ment, intended to call in queftion all the Con- 
clufions taken in former Aflemblies for the Epif- 
“ copal Government, ” but were by the King 
prevented} and does not this carry a ftrong Proba¬ 
bility that the true Epifcopacy had been for fome 
time eftablilhed, fince they were fo much enra¬ 
ged at it ? Moreover at an Aflembly held at Glaf- 
cow -> ° Anno idio, it was concluded that Synods 
in every Diocefe lhould be moderated by the Bi- 
ihop: That the Sentence of Excommunication 


n Spotfw, p. 486. o SpQtfw. p. 51z. 
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and Abfolution lhould be pronounced by the Bi- 
fhop’s Approbation and Direction: That every Mi- 
nifter at his Admilfion lhould fwear Obedience to 
the King, and to his Ordinary, according to the 
Form agreed upon, Anno ifyi, as the Clergy of 
the Church of England do; and that the Vifita- 
tion fhould be made by the Bilhop ; and that, 
whatever Mmifter abfents himfelf from the Vifita- 
tion or Diocefan Aflembly, lhall be Sufpended 
from his Office and Benefice, and if he does not 
amend, Deprived: That the Convention of Mini¬ 
fters lhall be moderated by the Bifhops and laft- 
ly, (and what deferves a particular Obfervation) 
“ it was ordained that no Minifter lhould fpeak 
<c againft any of the aforelaid Conclufions in pub- 
“ lick, nor difputethe queftion of Equality or In- 
tC equality of Minifters, as tending only to the en- 
“ tertaining of Schifm in the Church, and Viola- 
<£ tion of the Peace thereof”. And now will not 
all this be allowed to be fomething more than a 
probable Conjecture r Will it not amount to an Ar¬ 
gument to prove that Epifcopacy was the eftabli- 
fhed Government? And efpecially if the Form in 
if? 1 was followed, then furely it will be granted 
that the fame Epifcopacy was eftablifhed now as 
was then j and that true Epifcopacy both as to the 
Name and Ehing, (that is to fay) real , and not no¬ 
minal ^ or titular , was the Government of the 
Church in the Year if71, is plain from what has 
been difeourfed above. Suppofing then that 

true Epifcopacy were reftored Anno 1600 •, then, 

I prefume, I may argue that there were Per- 
fons who had received Epifcopal Ordination ; and 
confequently I may aflert, againft the Bilhop of 
Oxford's Alfertion, that there were Perfons (be- 
fides thofe who had only Presbyterian Orders) 
who were empowered to baptize King James's 
Children j and confequently that neither King 
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James , nor any other Perfon that fhall maintain 
the Invalidity of Lay-baptifm, does thereby un- 
chriftian his Children , and particularly King 
Charles the Firft y as Mr. Shaw after the Exam¬ 
ple of his Lordihip is pleafed to fay we do. For 
if what I have now obferved on this Subject be 
laid together, and impartially confidered, then I 
doubt not, it will clearly appear to the Convi- 
ftion of all unprejudiced Perfons who fearch for 
Truth, that there was a true Epifcopal Govern¬ 
ment in Scotland^ both before, and for many Years 
after the Reformation. And. when the Presbyte¬ 
rian Government, a Government of very late 
Pate, and novel Extra&ion, had, by Sedition and 
Treafon dethroned that which is of divine In- 
flitution, and ftoln away the Hearts of the giddy 
Mobile 5 yet it is obfervable that there were Bi- 
fhops even in thofe times, who doubtlefs kept up 
the Succeffion, and had ordained a confiderable 
Number of Presbyters and Deacons for the Ser¬ 
vice of the Church. For at the fame time that 
we read of the exorbitant Exercife of Power by 
the Presbyterians, we alfo read of feveral Bi- 
fhops, not Papifts only, but the reformed alfo, 
who were often convened before the Aflembly, 
Synod, or Presbytery, and were cenfured and de- 
pofed from their Function, for not acknowledg¬ 
ing Presbyterian Parity , and not fubmitting to its 
mock Authority. When the Queen was to be 
Crowned, and the Presbyterians refufed to anoint 
her according' to the ancient Ceremony, You 
have feen that the King threatned ’em into Com¬ 
pliance, by telling ’em that he would fend for one 
of the Bifhops who would not refufe it. When 
the King’s Children were born, there was p a very 
___ grea t 

P Note, The Queen was crowned in the Tear 1590, which 
was three Tears before the Prince , viz, Henry, was horn; at 
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great Difference between the King and the Presby¬ 
terian Minifters, becaufe they had been feditious, 
and had affifted and encouraged feveral Rebellions ; 
fo that it is by no means probable, that he would 
employ any of them to adminifter Baptifm to his 

Children. . .... 

Befides, what tends very much to heighten this 
Improbability, is the Confederation that when 
Prince Charles was born, the King had actually 
prefented feveral Perfons "o the vacant Bifhop- 
ricks, had allow’d em Voices in Parliament y and in 
a word, was reftoring the ancient Government, as 


the time of whofe Birth the Prefbytenan Minifters were in Re¬ 
bellion again ft the King, as above, and affifted Bothwell ; and 
therefore it « not prob able the King would admit any of that 
Stamp fo near him as to baptize his Child, {And fee p. 400, 
of Spotfwood, concerning Rofle and Hunter.] Six Years af¬ 
ter was the Birth of the Princefs Elizabeth ; at the time of 
whofe Birth the Bufinefs of Blake before-mentioned was dif- 
cuffed The Prefbyterian Minifters efpoufed his Caufe againft 
the King; and therefore it is not probable he would employ any 
of thofe feditious Men to adminifter Baptifm. And eight Tears 
after was the Birth of another Daughter Margaret, who was 
baptized {as Spotfwood expreffty tells us) by Mr. David Lin- 
defav who had received true Epifcopal Ordination, as I fhall 
(hew by and by. And ten Tears after was the Birth of Prince 
Charles ; at the time of whofe Birth the Prejbytenans were 
in Difgrace, and feveral Minifters were ordered to remove from 
Edinburgh. The King had exprefed his Defire to reftore the 
Ancient Government by Bilhops, and had accordingly prefented 
feveral to fiU the Vacant Bifhopricks. So that upon the whole 
matter, there is not the leafl Probability that he would pro- 
cure any other than an Epifcopal Minifter to baptize his Child. 
And when it is confider d that the Bifhop 
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* Caldcrivood acknow¬ 
ledges p. \s$, of his 
Hiftory,that Mr. Da¬ 
vid Lindefay was of all 
tJieMinifters the moll: 
gracious at Court. 


Favour with the King, and returned pub- 
lick Thanks for his Deliverance from the 
Go wry Confpiracy about that time , which 
the Presbyterians refufed to do ; it will 
appear to be fomething more than a Probability that the King 
■Would employ him, before any of his Prefbyterian Rebellious 
Subjects , who deferved to be banned from his Preface jor 
ever. 
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much as he poflibly could, to its former flourishing 
Condition. And all this he did purely from Prin¬ 
ciple,, and Affection to Epifcopacy; for as appears 
from feveral Incidents, and particularly from the 
Paflages of his Book before mentioned, (and which 
was printed the Year before his Son Charles was 
born) he look’d upon Presbytery to be an ufurp'd, 
mifchievous Government. “ Parity (lays he) is the 
“ Mother of Confusion, and Enemy to Uni- 
w ty, which is the Mother of Order, &c" % 
How can it then be rationally fuppos’d, that he 
would make ufe of any of thefe unauthorized Ad¬ 
ministrators, if any other could poflibly be procu¬ 
red ? Once more, when Prince Henry's Baptil'm 
was folemniz’d, we are expreflly told by Archbi- 
fliop Spot [wood ., that he was prefented by the En¬ 
glish Embaflador, the Earl of Suffix , in the Pre¬ 
tence of the Embafladors of Denmark , Mecklen- 
iurghy &c. to Mr. David Cunningham , i Bilhop 
of Aberdeen , who was appointed to adminifter that 
Sacrament. When the Princefs Elizabeth was 
baptized, the Magistrates of Edinburgh were Wit- 
nefles > 1 the Englilh Embaflador named her after 
the Queen his Miltrefs. Another Daughter was 
baptized by Mr. David Lindefay ■, the Earl of 
Montrojfe , Lord Hamilton, and Earl of Huntley 
were Witnefies. And tho’ there is no account 
given by Spot [wood , of the Solemnity of Prince 
Charles's Baptifm , nor is the Name of the Ad- 
mini fir at or lo much as mention’d, yet from all the 
foregoing Circumftances, it is highly probable, 
that he was baptized by one that had received 
Epifcopal Ordination 5 and by whom fo likely as 
by Lindefay Bilhop of Rofs, for whom the King 
had, very defervedly, a great Efteem and Venera¬ 
tion? And tho’ what the moll; Reverend Hifto- 
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rian fays concerning this Prince, is exceeding Ihort, 
[ for he fays only, that the Queen was brought to 
Bed of a Son at Dumfermlin , that his Name was 
Charles , that his Chriuening was haftened by rea- 
fon of the Weaknels of the Child, and that his 
Death was much fear’d,] yet I doubt not, there 
was the fame Solemnity at his Baptifm, as at any 
of the other Children. For it is to be confider’d, 
that all the Scottijh Hiftorians are fuppofed to be 
defedtive in feveral Points (as an inquilitive Reader 
may difcover) and Archbilhop Spotfwood himfelf, 
(tho’ an excellent Hiltorian,) has omitted to clear 
forne particulars. This of King Charles's Baptifm I 
reckon to be one, and I cannot but fay, that it is 
a matter of my Wonder that he Ihould give us lo 
Ihort an Account of it. To fupply therefore this 
Defedt, and to leave my argument of Probability , 
which was all that in my Book I contended for, 
I proceed now idly , to Ihew pofitively, that King 
Charles the Firfl was baptized by a right Epifco- 
pally ordained Adminiftrator of Baptifm. 

Now this does fully and clearly appear from a 
large account of the whole Solemnity , which is 
to be feen in the Lyon-Office at Edinburgh , written 
and enter’d there by John Blinfele , Hay-Herald , 
who was prefent at the publick Baptifm of King 
Charles the firfl:. Of which account this is the 
Subftance, fo far at leaft, as it relates to the pre¬ 
fent Controverfy. 

Prince Charles was Born in the Palace of 
Dumfermlin in the Kingdom of Scotland , on the 
Nineteenth Day of November , One Thousand 
Six Hundred : He was Baptized by Mr. David 
Lindefay Bilhop of Rofs , and Minifter of Leith, 
upon the Twenty Third Day of December 
following. His Goflips or Sureties were two 
French Noblemen j Monfieur de Rohan of Brit- 
taigne , and his Brother Monfieur de Sibbois , and 
1 the 
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the Lady Marchionefs of Huntley } fhe bare the 
Baifn e. Child] in the Place of Nurrine [i. e . 
Nurfe~] within the Pall at the time of Sermon; 
which was preached on this folemn Occafion, by 
the faid Bilhop Linde fay, from thefe Words of St. 
Paul's Epiftle to the Romans , Chap. xiii. ver. 11. 
And that knowing the Time, that now it is high Time 
to awake out of Sleepy for now is our Salvation 
nearer than when we believed. 

This, I allure my Reader, is a faithful AbftraCt of 
the large Account which lately came from Scot¬ 
land y and for the Atteftation of it, I am able, were 
it necefiary, to produce fome Gentlemen of Di- 
flinftion and Figure, and undoubted Credit, who 
have feen the Account, and know it to be true} 
and perhaps the World may Shortly fee it , and 
fome other Papers which fet fome of the Scottijh 
Affairs in a clearer Light than they have yet appear’d 
in, to the entire Mortification of all Opponents. 

And now fince the Relation I have here given, 
is from a publick Record, entredby a proper No¬ 
tary or Officer, there is all imaginable Reafon fop 
Credibility and Affent, that in fuch a cafe as this, 
fo remote from the prefent Age, can be defired } 
and with this kind of Evidence, every unprejudi¬ 
ced and considerate Man mull, and will be fatif- 
fy’d. But that the Presbyterians are extreamly 
averfe (or at leaft feem to be fo) to believe any 
thing how clear and demonstrative foever, that 
makes againft them, no body can be ignorant that 
knows them. And fince they, or their Friends and 
Abettors in our own Communion, will be ready to 
catch at any thing (as Men do at the fmalleft T wig 
when they are drowning) to Support a finking 
Caufe, I fhall therefore watchfully anticipate an 
Objection which ’tis not impoffible may be made. 
If then it be obieCted, that Linde fay before men¬ 
tioned, 
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tinned, was a Titular or Nominal Bilhop only, and 
had not receiv’d EpifcopalConfecration. To that 
I anfwer, that, ex hypothefi , if this Suggeftion be 
allowed to be an Argument, then at this Rate of 
arguing, all Perfons who in all Ages have been 
Bifhops, may be faid to be only Titulars, (direCtly 
contrary to all ancient Writers, who prove that 
they exercifed Epifcopal Authority within their 
refpeCtive Jurisdictions) and fo by this way of rea- 
foning, Presbyters alfo as well as Bifhops, may be 
made Titulars only, and fo consequently the Caufe 
of Deilm be promoted. For thus an Enemy to 
all Divine Inftitutions, may argue that thole that 
are Styl'd Priefts in Scripture or Antiquity, were 
only called fo , had only the Style and Title, as 
they perform’d Religious Offices for others, but 
were not ordained fo by any Impofition of Hands, 
and confequently were not Priefts in reality , but 
were Priefts only in the fame fenfe that a Matter 
of a Family may be called fo, i. e. as he inftruCts 
and prays with and for his Family. But if fuch 
an Argument or Inference in aDeift would not be 
allowed to be good (even the Presbyterians them- 
felves, who pretend to a Divine Original, being 
Judges:) If they would not think it conclufive in 
Prejudice to the Office of the Miniftry, why 
Should the fame argument in them be conclufive a- 
gainft Epifcopacy ? If it be confefied to be a bad 
Argument in one cafe, why not in another ? 

But idly, this Lindefay was made Bilhop, as I 
faid, in 1600, about nine Months before King 
Charles was baptiz’d. And from what I have ob- 
ferv’d above, I leave it to the Reader to judge’, 
whether he was not more than a Titular Bilhop ? 
Whether he had not the Epifcopal Office and Au¬ 
thority? See p. y 3, &c. of this Difcourie. 

And if all Minifters were obliged to fwear O- 
bedience to the King and Ordinary, according to 

the 
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the Form Anno ifji, i.e. according to the Con¬ 
ftitution of the Church at that time , which I 
have ihew’d was Epifcopal 3 then it will follow 
by a natural and neceflary Confequence, that the 
Conftitution when Lindefay was made Biihop, was 
Epifcopal, and then there’s an End of the Con- 
troverfy. For if the Conftitution in if7i, was 
the Rule for the Church to be govern’d by in 
1600, when Epifcopacy was reftored, then it is 
but enquiring what the Conftitution was, and how 
it flood in iyyi, and the matter is fully clear’d: 
and that true Epifcopacy was in being in if71, 
I hope, I have made appear above, when I fpoke 
to that Period. But to put the matter if poffible 
beyond all Doubt, I fhall here obferve a word or 
two from another account fent me touching that 
Affair. The worthy Gentleman whole Name I 
omit, becaufe I have no leave to mention it, fpeaks 
thus. r 

“ No fooner was the Biihop of St. Andrews 
“ and fome others of the Popiih Biihops dead, 
<c but the Government and the Church refolved 
sc to return to the ancient Government by Bi- 
K Ihqps, and fill up all the Vacant Sees. To 
<c this purpofe an Agreement was made in If7i, 

“ during the Regency of the Earl of Marr, be- 
u tween the Church and State, whereby Epif- 
“ copacy is reftor’d, and declared to be the an- 
<c cient and true Church Government. There 
the form of Conge de EJlire is, fettled, the 
<c Oaths the Biihops ihould take are expreflly let 
tc down, and the Powers both of Jurifdi&ion and 
Ordination former Biihops had, are veiled in 
“ the Biihops now to be chofen. It is likewife 
“ by this Agreement fettled who ihall be the 
“ Chapter that ihall chufe the Biihop j and be- 
U cau ^ e feveral of their Livings, whofe Minifters 
“ were Members of the Chapter, were ftill pof- 

« feifed 
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<c fefled by Popiih Incumbents, therefore it is 
“ agreed that during the Lives of fuch Popiih In- 
‘ £ cumbents, fome other Minifters within the 
<£ fame Diocefe, and particularly named in the 
“ Agreement, ihould in the interim have the 
£t Power of Eledting their Biihops. In purfu- 
“ ance of this Agreement, Douglas was made 
tc Archbiihop of St. Andrews , Creighton was made 

Biihop of Dunkeld , and Graham Biihop of 
“ Dumblane. In ihort, all the vacant Biihopricks 
“ were filled up with Proteftant Clergy-men. 

The worthy Perion who gives this Account, 
adds farther, that he had feen the Original A- 
greement: That there were then three or two Bi¬ 
ihops at leaft in Scotland , who had left the Church 
of Rome , and reformed : That there were two, 
is agreed by all their Hiftorians, and is plain from 
their Records. , “ He fays that tho’ Knox men- 
“ tions this matter very overtly, yet, if I for- 
te get not, fays he, he mentions the Biihop of 
<c Orkney to be prefent at the Confecration of 
u thefe new Biihops j and if he was there, then 
“ there is no room to queftion that he officiated 
<c according to his Charatter”. But not to lay 
any Strefs upon this matter} put the Cafe that 
Lindefay was no true Biihop, but a Titular or No¬ 
minal one only, if it can be proved that he was a 
true Presbyter, or Prieft, or Deacon, regularly 
and rightly Ordained by a true Biihop, then confe- 
quently he was Commijfoned to baptize : and this 
I doubt not, the Presbyterians themielves allow. 
Now had Lindefay been no more than a Deacon, 
he might baptize, as we know St. Philip did, 
whilft he was only Deacon at Samaria , A6ts viii. 
So that fuch his Baptifm would have been true 
Miniflerial , and not Lay Baptifm. But that he 
was a true Prieft, I affirm, and allure the World 
upon very good Authority. Whilft he was in the 

Romijh 
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Romijb Communion, he had receiv’d the Orders 
of Priefthood > and what is a full Evidence that he 
had done fo, is this very Confideration, which the 
Account I have received mentions, (viz.) that in 
thofe Books which were publifhed by the Papifts 
to vindicate Popery, and afperfe and difparage the 
Reformation, He is called by way of Reproach 
[ £< An Apostate Priest”] for the Truth of 
which and the other particulars, there are very 
authentick Teftimonies to be produced, which j 
as I faid, will e’re long be publifhed. When the 
Reformation was eftablifhed, iy<5o, arid Mi- 
nifters were appointed for the Burghs , this fame 
Linde fay who was become a Convert was fetled 
at Leith, as Knox, Spotfwood and Sage allure us, 
where he continued to be Minifter (tho’ he was 
afterwards Bifhop * of Rufs) to his Death. He li¬ 
ved to a great Age, for he was fourfcore and two 
or three Years old when he died j fo that by Com¬ 
putation he was about the Sixty Eighth Year of his 
Age when he baptized King Charles. But to 
draw towards a Conclufion of this Argument % 
with regard to the prefent Difpute about King 
Charles's Baptifm; it is not neceflary to infill: that 
Linde fay was a true Bifhop } for if he was aPrieft, 
as I have fhew’d he was, then confequently he 
was authorized to baptize, and his Baptifm by Virtue 
of his Ordination mull: be valid j for tho’ he had 
receiv’d his Orders in the Communion of the Romif) 
Church j yet it is allow’d that Orders fo received 
are good } and it is obfervable that the Clergy 
at the Reformation here, were never re-ordained 
upon their Converfion, nor are any converted 
Clergymen now a-days ever re-ordained, as we 
know the French Minifters and thofe Pretenders to 
Holy Orders are here, who leave the Schifm , and 

* 1614. 
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unite with the Church •, and what is the reafon of 
this ? why, becaufe the Popijh Bifho^s have re¬ 
ceived a true Ordination themfelves, and confe¬ 
quently can communicate the fame toothers} and 
tho’ I grant it, the Romijh Church is notorioully cor¬ 
rupt and erroneous, yet ’tis ftill a true Church, tho’ 
an urtfound one } as a Man may be faid to be a true 
Man, tho’ a Leper. 

Wherefore my Lord of Sarum that now is, if 
he acknowledges the Divine right of Bifhops, 
which our Church maintains, as I fuppofe he 
does, then furely he will riot, after all that has 
been faid, aflert that King James's Children (of 
which number good King Charles was one) K had 
“ been Baptized by Minifters who had only Pref- 
a byterian Orders in Scotland" . Nor is there any 
reafon for the Diflenting Teacher’s Inference, that 
King Charles was no Chriftian, according to the 
modern High-Clourch notion, as he fcornfully calls 
the Doctrine of the true Church of England } nor 
was there any occafion for his Puritanical Fleer at 
that jufily deferved Title of Blefed Martyr, 
which our Church gives him in the Office for the 
50 th o £ January. Indeed had he not been Bapti¬ 
zed at all, the Dodhine I maintain, had not been 
in the leaft injured by his Infelicity, becaufe (as I 
faid) the determination of the Coritroverfie of 
Lay-Baptifm, does not turn upon any Man’s Bap¬ 
tifm, whatfoever it is. But had he never been 
Baptized at all with Water, we all know, that 
the Fanaticks took care to Baptize him in his 
own Bicod. And therefore confidering that the 
Caufe he died for was Religion , there is reafon 
enough to give Him the Title of a hlejfed Martyr. 
Wherefore upon the whole matter, I humbly 
conceive that his Lordfhip will believe that he 
has by his afiertion injured the Ble fed Martyr \ and 
therefore’tis to be hoped that he will as puhlickly do 

£ him 





I 1 7 „ T> ATf ■ T 4T » T\ 

J o ItJC 1VUIAL i.VAAil\ 1 I ^ C . 

him Juftice. It may be reafonably enough prefu¬ 
med that he will have an opportunity of doing fo 
this Summer, in his Diocefan Vifitation ; and as 
the reflection was deliver’d in the Charge at Ox¬ 
ford, fo I hope to fee a Vindication in That at 
Salisbury. Both his Lordfhip and the DifTenting 
Teacher ought either to retract their Aflerdon, or 
defend it. 
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ACCOUNT 

O F T H E 

Birth and Baptism 

O F 

King Charles L 


Pon Wednefday betwixt eleven and twelve 
Hours at Even , the ipth Day of No* 
vember 16005 the Queens Majejly was 
delivered within the Palace of Dunferm- 
ling of a Manchild . God of his Mercy make him 
his Servant $ give him long and profperous Days to 
live both to God's Glory 5 and to the Welfare of the 
Country . 

Upon Tuefday the 23d of December 1600* the 
the King's Majejly came from his Chamber to the 
Ghappei-Royal 9 convoyed by thir Noblemen , viz. 
the Marquefs of Huntly , the Earls of Montroie 
Chancelour 5 Caffils, Mar and Winton, with fun - 
dry Lords and other Noblemen , my Lord Lyon, 

E z Sir 











Sir George Douglas of Ellon, Knit , who ftup - 
ply eel the Place of William Shaw, Mafter of Ceremo¬ 
nies ■> John Blinfele Hay Herald, James Borthwick 
Rothfay Herald , Thomas Williamfon Rofs He¬ 

rald ^ Daniel Graham Dingwal Purfevant, William 
Maldfon Bate Purfevant , and David Gardner Or¬ 
mond Purfevant: Our Coats of Arms difplayed , 
Trumpets founding before us , convoyed his Majefty to 
the Chappel-Royal. And there his Majefty was pla¬ 
ced on the Eaft Geivil of the Chappel. And thereaf¬ 
ter my Lord Lyon and Mafter of Ceremonies , He¬ 
ralds, Purfevants and Trumpets came to the Queens 
Chamber , and there was a Pall of Gold, Silver and 
Silk, very magnificent , wrought (as it was fpoken) 
by his Majefty's Umq u Mother of good Memory, 
which was fuftained and born by fix Knights , viz. 
the Knight of Edzell, the Knight of Diddup at one 
end , the Knights o/Trequair and Ormifton at the 
other end , and in the midft of the Pall on every Jide , 
the Knight of Black Ormifton, called Sir Mark Ker 
of Ormifton, and William Balinden 0/Broughton, 
and within the Pall the Bairn, born by Monfteur de 
Rohan a Nobleman of Brittany, who bare the Bairn 
in his Arms from the Chamber to the Chappel, and 
on every fide of the faid Monfteur de Rohan, his 
Brother called Monfteur * de Soubife, and on the other 
fide of him the Marquefs of Bluntly, and behind him 
my Lord Livingfton, who bare up the Bairn's Robe 
Royal of Purple Velvet, lyned with Damask. The 
Bairn was covered with Cloath of Gold and Lawn. 
And behind the Dames of Honour , the Marquefs of 
Huntlies TVift ?, the Count efts o/'Mar, with the Wives 
of my ~Lord Treafurer , Preftdent Secretary , with 
many other Dames of Honour. And before the Pall 
was the Bairn's Honours born $ viz. my Lord Pre- 
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fident bare the Crown Ducal , my Lord Spynie bare 
the Lawyer ayid Towel , my Lord Roxbrugh bare 
the Baffin , my Lord Lyon, Mafter of Ceremonies , 
Heralds with our Coats difplayed , Trumpets founding 
before us , with fundry other Noblemen: We ranked 
to the Chappel till we came befor his Majefty: And 
there on the North ftde of the faid Chappel the Pall 
and Bairn was placed , the Lady Marchionefs of 
Huntly bare the Bairn infiead of the Nourrice , 
within the faid Pall all the time of the Sermon. On 
the Eaftrfede of the faid Pall was two Chairs of 
Cramoify Velvet , where the two Brothers fat be¬ 
neath his Majefty on his Majefties Right-hand and 
upon the We ft-fide of the Pall fat thefe Noblemen , 
The Marquefs of Huntly, Chancelour , Caffils, Mar, 
Winton, Treafurer , Secretary , Clerk Regift er y Ad-. 
*vo cat , and fundry other Noblemen of the fecret Coun¬ 
cil. Upon the South-ftde of the Chappel , my Lords 
Livingfton, Spynie, Preftdent Roxbrugh, and fun¬ 
dry other Noblemen , and the Servants of the two 
Frenchmen who were his Majeftfs Goffips . 

The Sermon and Baptifm was made by Mr. Da¬ 
vid Lindfay Bijloop of Rofs, and Minifter of Lietb, 
which was upon Romans xiii. xi. The time of the 
Sermon being ended , Mr. David Lindfay declared it 
over again in French , to the two Frenchmen that 
were Goffips . And thereafter he proceeded to the Bap¬ 
tifm of the Bairn . The Pall and fairn was brought 
to the Pulpit born by the faid Monfteur De Rohan, 
and his Majefty Game from his Place to the faid Pul¬ 
pit with the faid Noblemen . And the Minifter bap¬ 
tized him , naming him Charles. 

And then after a Pfalm fung and Blejftng faid , 
my Lord Lyon proclamed his Styles and called him , 
My Lord Charles of Scotland, Duke of Albany, 

E 5 Mar- 




[ J 4 ] 

Marque[s of Ormond, Earl o/Rofs, Lord Ardma.- 
nogh. And thereafter Dingwal Purfevant , Purfe- 
vant, proclaim'd his Styles out of the Weft Windowe 
of the f'aid Chappel, crying with a lowd Voice , Lar- 
gefs of the Right High and Excellent Prince my Lord 
Charles of Scotland, Duke of Albany, Marquefs of 
Ormond, Earl of Rofs, Lord of Ardmunnoch, Lar- 
gefs, Largefs, Largefs ; and thereafter John BJin- 
fele Ilay, Herald, did caft out of the faid Window 
one . hundred Marks of Silver to the Poor of the 
Duke's Largefs. Trumpets founding, the Ca file Jhot 
nine CanonsHis Majefty ranked from the Chap- 
pel to the Chamber as he did before , the Pall 
Bairn and Honours were born , the Lords Dames 
ranked from the Chappel to the fifueens Chamber $ 
the Goftip Monfieur de Rohan bare the Bairn , as he 
did to the Kirk , my Lord Lyon, Mafter of Cere¬ 
monies , Heralds Purfevants, Trumpets founding 
before us. — 

And thereafter his M.aj.efty paffed to the mikle 
Hall to Supper, His Majefty fat on her Majefties 
Left-hand, beneath his Majefty fat the two Bro¬ 
thers Frenchmen, where they were magnificently 
entertained. My Lord Mar was Great Mafter Hou- 
fold in place of the Earl of Argyle, Sir James San- 
dilands Mr. Ulher in place of my Lord Fleming, 
Sir James Douglas ferved as Mafter of Ceremonies , 
in place of William Shaw. Sir Thomas Erskin 
Mafter of the Guards. My -Lord 'Lyon ferved in his 
Coat at Supper, my Lord Prefident ferved the King 
at Supper as Cupper , my Lord Spynie Carver , my 
Lord Roxbrugh Sewer. Upon the Weft-fide of the 
Hall , fat fundry Lords and Dames, and the two 
Frenchmens Servants , ay a Nobleman and a Dame, 
placed: The Marquefs of Huntly, Chancelour, Caf- 
|i!s, Mar, Winton, Livingfton, with fundry other 

Nobler 
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Noblemen , and Lords of fecret Council at the Board. 
Upon Wednefday at Even the two noble Frenchmen , 
and the Nobility fupt with his Majefty. 

This is copied from a M.S. in the Lyons Of¬ 
fice, written by John Blinfele Ilay Herald, 
who affifted at the Baptifin. 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


O our Author’s Poftfcript, which, on 
many Accounts, is extremely obliging, 
I think fit to pay the Civility of a fhort 
Remark. 

The modeft and mannerly Language, lo agree¬ 
able with that his whole Book is huff’d with, and 
what I always expedt from fuch a Writer, I fhafi 
not return, nor take any notice of, becaufe ’tis ut¬ 
terly foreign to the Subject. 

In anfwer to his Exceptions to my Aflertion, I 
defire him to obferve, that I am not lingular in it, 
there being many that I could produce, eminent 
for their Skill in Antiquity, who have made u the 
“ fame bold Affirmation, with the fame unufual 
“ Confidence as I have done'*” viz. .that Epifco¬ 
pacy prevail’d over the Chriftian World from the 
beginning of Chriftianity •, and that the Churches 
of Chrilt were govern’d by Bilhops, for iyoo 
Years, till the Days of John Calvin. And it is as ob- 
fervable, that the greatell Advocates of Presbyteri¬ 
an Innovation, have not been able to confute that 
Aflertion, any otherwife than by denying it, after 
the fame rude manner our Author does. 

But when Mr. Shaw has J “ waded into An- 


* See his Def. 

t The reafon , I fuppofe, is, leaft he fhould “wade" too far, 
launch immediately into the Veep, and he loft. 

tiquity* 3 



[ 57 ] 

tiquity” (to ule his own Expreffion,) which he 
cc confefles he has not yet done* When he has 
read the prefent Biftiop of Worcefler' s Account of 
Church-Government in Britain , and the following * 
Difcourfe. When he has carefully perus’d the 
Book entituled, Ecclefue SclavonicBohemd in Gente 
fotijjimum radicatde Hiftoriola , §. fp, 60, 6i, &c. 
And reviews what I havefaid,[p. 495 fo. Invalidity r 
&c.] concerning the Bohemians^ and JValdenfes^ &c. 
In a Word, When he has duly confider’d the 
Folly and Abfurdity of that modern Conceit, which 
the Presbyterians now borrow from the Indepen¬ 
dents, tho’ inconfiftent with their former Princi* 
pies, he will, muft indeed, acknowledge, if he has 
any Ingenuity, that his Inftances of the ancient 
Church of Scotland , and that of Piedmont , are far 
from doing his Caufe any Service. 

Would our Author, and his Brother Hartly, be 
prevail’d upon to read fome of our # Englijh Wri¬ 
ters I recommended, (for I would not trouble ’em 
any more with Greeks or Latin , fince they do not 
care to read them) they muft furely fee their Error. 
Their Admirers too might fee, would they honejily 
fearch for Truth, how much they are impos’d up¬ 
on by them, and led into a moft unreafonable 
Schifm. 

By a candid and impartial Perufal of thofe excel- 
ent Books, the true Government and Conftitution 
of the Church of Chrift, in the beft and purdt A- 
ges, will clearly appear to be Epifcopal, and par¬ 
ticularly Dr. Maurice proves to a Demonstration, 
that Primitive Epifcopacy was Diocefan, as ours is * 
that there were more Congregations than one in a 
City, and that they were under the Inlpedtion, and 


* Bifhop Hall of Epifcopacy. Dr. Potter on Church-Govern t 
ynent. Divine Eight of Epifcopacy. Dr. Maurice’* Diocejan 
, Epifcopacy. Dr. Wells’ * Treatifes, &c. 
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Government of one Bifhop. Nay, which is more, 
he gives divers Inftances of Bifhopricks, which 
Were many hundred Miles in Circumference, com¬ 
prehending even Provinces, and extending them- 
ielves to a very great length. 

Now when all thefe things are ferioufly confi- 
der’d, I would willingly hope, that our Author, 
and * * “ his learned Friend” may obferVe, that the 
two fmall Treatifes, and others of the fame Stamp, 
recommended by them, give them and their Fol¬ 
lowers a very falfe Account of the primitive Epif- 
copacy, andConftitution. And then furely, if they 
have Corifciences truly tender, they muft renounce 
their prefent Schifm, and joyn fincerely in the 
Communion of the Church. And God grant ’em 
Grace to do it. 

Here I defign’d to have added a few Remarks 
upon Mr. Hart If s Vindication j but when I confi- 
der how much I have faid upon Epifcopacy alrea¬ 
dy j which, in the Judgment of thofe that un¬ 
derhand Antiquity, and true Reafoning, he has not 
refuted, I need not add any more j efpecially when 
it is confider’d farther, that * Mr. Sturgefs has un¬ 
dertaken that Province, and has return’d him afuf- 
ficient Anfwer. 

The Inftance I gave of “ Cornelius Bifhop of 
« Rome) and the forty fix Presbyters he had with 
« him in that City , Mr. Sturgefs has alfo obferv’d 
to Mr. H. and kindly pointed out the very Place 
where Mr. H. may find it, altho’ he pretends he 
cannot find it lay my Direftion. So averfe it Teems 
are fome Men to fee their Errors, that they pur- 


* Mr. Hardy a Dijj'enting Teacher at Alliby de la Zouch, 
in Leicefterlhire. 

| P. 18, c rc. Invalidity, &c. 

* See his Difcourfe entitukd , The Divine Right of Epifco¬ 
pacy. 
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pofely {hut their Eyes againft the cleared Convi¬ 
ction. 

As for the unbecoming Language, (to give it the 
fofteft Name,) ‘ which Mr. II. very freely beftows 
upon us, I {hall not make any Remark upon 'it, be- 
caufe it has no relation, that I know of to the 
Argument j it only {hews what Spirit and Party 
he is of. 

To return therefore to Mr. S. I am at prefent 
concern’d with. If he defigns to appear once more 
in print, there are a few things I crave leave to re- 
frefh his * good Memory with , arid to which I 
may reafonably expect an Anfwer. 

He may pleafe then to remember , that I have 
urged feveral Authorities [ See Invalidity , &c. J 
both from Scripture and Antiquity, againlt Presby¬ 
terian Ordination, and Lay-baptifm} to which he 
rjjay pleafe too to remember, that he has return’d 
no Anfwer. Indeed to fome Authorities from the 
Synodical ACls of the Reform’d Churches, &V. he 
has thought fit to fay, that u Mr. Cantrell's quo- 
“ ting the Kirk of Scotland , and the Reform’d a- 
‘ c broad againft me, allowing the Quotations to 
‘ c be true, (and are they not true ?) can never be 
“ looked upon as binding to me: I cannot; but 
“ think all the Authorities he has produc’d from 
“ Presbyterians in favour of his Opinion are im~ 
“ pertinent, nor do they in the leaft make for his 
* c Purpofe.” So that ft the Woidd will not allow 
thefe meer Words , utter’d With a magiftetial 'Air, 
this wretched llmffling and eva'fidn to be‘ a fblid 
Anfwer, this is all Mr. S. is able -to prefent it 
with. 

Inftead of anfwering thofe Arguments which 
prefs hard upon his Caufe, he has been : amufing 


* See Remarks on his tivo Sermons, p. 5. of Remarks on the 
fecond Sermon , margin . 
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himfelf and his Admirers with two Sermons (upon 
which Remarks have been made , and due notice 
taken of the extraordinary Beauties of the Style, 
and his retentive Memory,) but nqj)efence has he 
yet publifii’d of the falfe Pofition^aelfboundlwith. 
His Employment of late has been tcradvance a # Pa¬ 
radox, for now he undertakes to prove, that “ our 
“ Chuixh allows an inherent Right in the Pres- 
“ byter’s Office to ordain.” But if he pleafes to 
read the Anfwer to it, I doubt not he may be fatis- 
fy’d, that what he fays, is not the Judgment of the 
Church, but a meer Whim of his own. 

If he goes on with this trade of Paradoxes, the 
next thing 1 fuppofe he will attempt, will be to 
prove, from the Liturgy and the f f th Canon, that 
our Church prefers an extempore Effufion before 
a Form of Prayer > for one is as eafy to be prov’d, 
as the other. 

When he reviews his paft Labours, I beg too 
he will confider how grofs a Plagiary he has been 
in urging the Arguments of others without men¬ 
tioning his Authors j and how unfair in taking no 
notice of the Anfwers. Let him too compare what 
he has faid concerning Lay-baptifm in the follow¬ 
ing Pages, viz, 24, 46, 47, 48, with Pages 7, 8, 
p, 10, 154 16, 20, 2.1, 22, & paffim. of the Pam¬ 
phlet fallely call’d, ’The Judgment of the Church of 
England in the Cafe of Lay-baptifm j and then he 
will find, that (as good Wits will jump) they are 
in reality the fame; only Mr. S. has been at the 
pains to tranfpofe the Words, and to give “ a dif- 
“ ferentTurn to the Method and Expreffion,” the 
better to difguife the Theft. 

In ffiort, his Book is made up of the Materials 
others have furniffi’d him withal, and thofe too 


* See bis Treatife called, The Judgment of the Church of 
England^ &C. 
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are taken from fome * modern Writings, which 
have been again and again fubftantially anfwer’d 
and refuted. 

And what is under his Name prefented to the 
"World, in relation to the Scottifh Hiftory, is the 
very fame which a Gentleman of our own Com¬ 
munion, has often mention’d to my felf and others •, 
who was fo much Mr. Shaw's Friend, that he put 
Papers into his Hands 5 ard gave him no farther 
trouble than to get a young Probationer for Pres¬ 
byterian Orders to tranfcribe them for the Prefs. 

* Bifhop Burnett Sermons. The Bifbop of Sarum’* Charge 
at Oxford, 1712. Mr. Bingham’* Scholaftical Hiftory. Tif- 
fuaftve from Jacobitifm. 
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